THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 46.] 693 _ 





Aug. 9, 1902. 





THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED, 


£2,000,000 
£200,000 
£180,000 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
BonDS, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE, TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 


‘BAD OFFICE : 49, Chancory-iane, W.0. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
x IMPORIANT TO SOLICIIORS X 


or MORTGAGES of 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 


FULLY SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - - 
PAID-UPANDONOGALL - - - = 
RESERVES - - - 








In Drawing LEASES 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
Suitabl an Loss ate Geaned OoFr oe LICENSE. 
e clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
7 24, oonsaTE eet, LONDON, ~ 
ortgages ranteed on Licenssd Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. : 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





ESTABLISHED 





1836. 





FUNDS - 5 = 
INCOME -+- - =- - 
YEARLY BUSINESS (1901) 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - 


£ 3,900,000 

£467,000 
£ 1,663,159 
£ 13,900,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovt Prorits. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
Age | Premium) 
40 | #2 10%, 





| Age | Premium | Age Premium 

20 £17 8°*/,.j 30 £1 16 %, 

£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 


Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 








rm | om. 


| £1,724 | £2,087 | 


Duration 1 10 yrs. | 20 yrs. 


_#1,199 | $1,438 





Amount of Policy 








Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


——— 








ee 


VOL, XLVI., No. 41. 


The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 
LONDON, AUGUST 9, 1902. 


*.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the Sotictrors’ JouRNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 





Contents. 
Law Socirrixe ., 
Laeat News 
SED TI cdsii sectettsennenctniins 
Wixvine Ur Norions ..... 
Canprromn’ NOTIORA ...cs.ccc 6 css scene os 
BaweRurroy NOricmise..cecesssecceseeees 





Tax New Oaper 30 
Unpmawarrixe AND 
BHARES wocscecccee 
Ravinws . 
OORRESPONDENOM o4.c.ccsssssserereesesenvarens 





Orrions ron 





MEW ORDERS, BOs,.,cssse,cereeececess scene 


Cases Reported this Week. 


In the Solicitors’ Journal. In the Weekly Reporter. 
Guilt Actutenes sek Quiaetted Gm: Baxendale v. Lorth Lambeth Liberal 


Poration (Lim ), Re ........000-+-esessseees 


Great Northern and City Railway Co. 

v. Tillett ... 652 
Margery,” The ... 2.00 occos aceseere-covee 
McIver & Co. (Limited) v. The Tate 

Steamers (Limited) 

McMurdo,Inre. Penfield v. McMurdo 644 
Sidebo‘tom, Ia re, Beeley v. Water- 
Smith v. Mayor and Alderman of the 

Borough of Southampton .......00.00... 651 

Wrigley v. Whittaker & Sons ..,......... 656 — 


Loveridge, Re. Drayton vy. Loveridge 701 
Pollock & Pendle, Re. Ex parte The 
Ratcliff and Another v. Mendelssohn... 699 
Steamship Carisbrook Co. (Lim.) v. 
London and Provincial Marine and 
General Insurance Co. (Lim.) ......... 699 


The Anglo-French Exploration 
(Lim ), Re... . 

















CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 1s now announced that the chambers of Kexewica and 
Joyce, JJ., will be the Vacation Chambers instead of the 
chambers of Farwztt and Swinren Eapy, JJ., as previously 
stated. 


Ir witt be seen from the report of the ee of the 
Incorporated Law Society, which will be found elsewhere, that 
the whole of the retiring members of the Council have been re- 
elected and that the new members are Mr. Witu1am Epwarp 
GitxETT, of the firm of Messrs. Baileys, Shaw, & Gillett, Berners- 
street; Mr. Witt1am Gzorce Kina, of Messrs. Young, Jackson, 
Beard, & King, Essex-street; Mr. Contes Leororp Samson, of 
Messrs. Grundy, Kershaw, Samson, & Co., Gresham-street ; and 
Mr. Watrer Trowsr, of Messrs. Trower, Still, Freeling, & 
Parkin, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 








Tae Lorp Cuancettor has introduced in the House of Lords 
the Prevention of Corruption Bill in the form in which it passed 
the House of Lords last year. It will be remembered that the 
Lord Chancellor’s Bill last year was introduced as a substitute 
for the Bill which Lord Atversroye had taken over as a legacy 
from Lord Russett of Kittowen. Lord Atverstone’s Bill wasa 
somewhat long and complicated measure, and in particular it 
had minute provisions defining the occasions on which a ite 
was to be deemed to be corrupt. The Lord Chancellor’s Bill is 
much shorter, and contains only one operative clause, the object of 
which is to prohibit in general terms the corrupt receiving and 
giving of secret commissions by or to agents. It is pro ; 
that proceedings under the Act shall not be instituted without 
the consent of one of the law officers. 





WE noricep last year (45 Soxtcrrors’ Jovrnat, 761) the 
decision in the Court of Session in Scotland of Lord Lows, in 
which he held that the late Sir W. Cuntirrs-Brooxe had never 
intended to relinquish, and did not in fact relinquish, his 
English domicil of origin, and in so deciding held that residence 
in another place was not sufficient by itself to destroy the 
domicil of origin ; there must also be an intention of abandoning 
the domicil of origin. The Court of Appeal in England took a 
similar view of the law in the case in ce to the estate of 
the late Harry Ewwanvet (48 Soxrcrrors’ Jovrnat, 330). This 
did not deter the pursuers in the Scotch case from 
appealing. Their appeal came before the first division 
oF the Court of Session on the 15th of last month, but that 
court unanimously adhered to the decision of Lord Lows. 
The Lord President said that the doctrine was well established, 
both in England and Scotland, that the domicil of origin must 
prevail unless the on whose domicil was in question had 
manifested and carried into execution an intention of abandon- 
iog his domicil of origin and acquiring a domicil of choice ; the 
animus relinguend’ was essential. He added that where there 
was a divided residence a heavier onus was cast upon the person 
who alleged an abandonment of the domicil of origin than ia 
cases where the person had only one residence when the question 
as to his domicil arose. 

qt 
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Tue casE of Lisle v. Reeve (Times, 25th ult.), which at one 
time promised t raise a very interesting question on the doctrine 
of “clogging the equity of redemption,” has turned in the 
House of Lords, as it did in the Court of Appeal (50 W. R. 
231), purely upon a question of fact—whether the agreement 
which gave the mortgagee a right of purchase was to be 
treated as forming one transaction with the mortgage itself, in 
which case the right would of course be a clog upon the equity 
of redemption, or whether it was a subsequent independent 
transaction so as not to be an infringement of any rule of law. 
On the 23rd of April, 1896, the plaintiffs entered into an agree- 
ment to make advances to the defendant up to £5,000 upon a 
ship, and they were to be at liberty at any time within two 
years to become partners in the ship upon terms which meant 
in effect that they were to purchase a half-share for the amount 
of the advance. The whole £5,000 was advanced, but the option 
of purchase was not exercised within the two years. Hence 
at the end of that time there was subsisting between the parties 
the ordinary relation of mortgagorand mortgagee. In June, 1898, 
a fresh arrangement was come to, and the defendant gave further 
security in respect of £2,000, part of the £5,000, and the time 
of payment of this £2,000 was fixed for the following December. 
Then in July, 1898, another agreement was made, under which 


to be used after yellow, our correspondent is unable to give us 
any sugg¢stions. There are no other colours recognized in con- 
veyaucing, but we happen to havea box of culoured inks, intended, 
we believe, for a peculiar kind of game consisting of underlining 
in different inks words and passages in the Bible, which contains 
brown, olive green, and some other colours. In the com. 
paratively smail number of instances where the cumulative 
obstinacy of revisers has necessitated an extension of the 
series of colours, we have usually found yellow underlined black 
employed, and in accordance with this practice, we suppose 
that if still further revision should ba necessary the colours 
would be taken in the reverse order—green underlined black, 
and so on. In fact, however, the order ought properly to be the 
original one, and red underlined black should be first employed. 
The question of the difficulty occasioned by the (in our view 
hateful, but common) practice of typewriting drafts in violet or 
green is touched upon by our correspondent. We agree with 
'him that written alterations in the same iuk can be easily 
| distinguished, provided the typewriting demon leaves sufficient 
room between the lines to make the alterations. But can any 
| one imagine the effect produced by a close-lined violet type- 
| written draft which has been subjected to alterations in the whole 
| sequence of coloured inks? 
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the time for repayment of the whole £5,000 was extended for | 
five years, and the option of entering into partnership was again | 
given to the plaintifis also for the same period. The question! Tux House of Lords in Neale v. Gordon-Lennox (Times, 2nd 
was whether the mortgage of June and the agreement of July | inst.) have not adopted the extensive view of the authority of 
were the same or independent transactions. Bucxxzy, J., held counsel which commended itself to the Court of Appeal (ante, 
that they were parts of the same transaction. Hence primd facie | p, 408). It was there held, in agreement with the principle 
the option of purchasiog a half-share in the mortgaged property | faid down by Lord Atverstoyz, C.J., that, notwithstanding 
was bad. But he avoided this result by the novel doctrine that | q limit might have been placed by the client upon the 








since the legal right of redemption was postponed for five years, 
there was during that period no occasion for equity to intervene. 
Thus there was no equity of redemption in existence and there 
could be no clog upon it. It followed that an agreement fetter- 
ing the right to redeem could not be invalid asa clog on the 
equity. This very ingenious reasoning was not looked on favour- 
ably in the Court of Appeal, though, inasmuch as there the 
agreement of July was heid to be independent of the mortgage of 
June, the question whether the optioa to enter into partnership 
was a clog on the equity of redemption did not arise. The 
House of Lords have taken the same view as to the independence 
of the two transactions, and the judgments as at present reported 
do not show that the point taken by Broxtey, J., was noticed. 
It may be assumed that his reasoning would not be adopted in 
any similar case, and that the mortgagee is not entitled to intro- 
duce a clog on redemption in the mortgage by simply postponing 
the time for repayment. 





A coRRESPONDEST has addressed to us an interesting letter on 
the chiomatic sequence of coloured ink in the revision of drafts. 
He complains that disregard of unifurmity in this matter is on 
the increase. We cavnot say that our experience leads to that 
conclusion, but it is certainly important that the long- 
established sequence should be observed, so as to shew at a 
glance on whose behalf the successive alterations have been 
made. We well remember the indignant protest which we 
received many years ago from an experienced member of 


the profession in whose draft alterations had been made) 
by madvertence in ink of the wrong colour. Nothing could | 
apparently have been 2 more heinous conveyaucing offence; 


we had appropriated a colour to which we had no right; the 
efiect of such unlawful appropriation was to lead to the 
supposition that the alterations had been made by the other 
wide, and besides this, we had diminished the inks avail- 
able for future revieion. We imegine thet there would be 
added in the margin of tie draft in question a note seting 
forth with great explicitnees the crime which had been 
commitied. We venture to differ from our present corre- 
spondent with regard to the sequence of inks after violet: 
acoording to our experience green invariably comes first, and 
yellow is the last of tue colours to be used. This has probably 
arisen from the difficulty of obtaining a satisfactory yellow ink. 
Revently, however, there has been brought out a so-called Kaki 
Ink, which gives an exceedingly vivid yellow. As to the colours 








authority of counsel, the client was bound by a settlement 
'made by him, unless the fact of the limitation of authority 
had been communicated to the other side. And _ the 
Court of Appeal held—in this differing from the Lord 
Chief Justice—that the rule applied not only to a final, but also 
to an interlocutory order. Hence in an action involving im- 
| putations upon character, where the plaintiff’s counsel, who was 
| expressly authorized to consent to a reference upon the terms of 
| the defendant withdrawing all imputations, agreed to a reference 
| without any condition as to such withdrawal, the Court of Appeal 
held that the plaintiff was bound to submit to the reference, 
| though Lord Atversroye had released her from it on the ground 
| that the consent order made contrary to her instructions was only 
interlocutory. The decision of the Court of Appeal seems, 
however, to overlook the circumstance insisted on by Lord 
| Esuer, M.R., when the question of the authority of counsel 
|was before the Court of Appeal in Matthews v. Munster (20 
Q. B. D. 141), that the power of counsel is subject to be 
controlled by the court; and “if,” said Lord Esuer, ‘ counsel 
_were to conduct a cause in such a manner that an unjust 
advantage were to be given to the other side, or to act under a 
mistake in such a way as to produce some injustice, the court 
| has authority to overrule the action of the advocate.” This 
dictum does not apply specifically to the preeent case, because 
'the application to revoke the reference was not based 
|upon any allegation of mistake by counsel, but it 
‘contains the principle upon which the House of Lords 
|have acted in reversing the decision of the Court of Appeal. 
It is the business of the court to see that justice is done 
between the parties, and this object is not to be frustrated 
because the counsel for one of the parties has exceeded his 
authority. ‘To suggest,’ said the Lord Chancellor, “that 4 
court of justice is so completely bound by the action of 
counsel as to be deprived of the opportunity of doing justice, 
is a most extraordinary proposition.” Moreover, Lord Linpity 
pointed out that the order to which the plaintiff qhjected was one 
the drawing up of which would, in the Chancery Division, be 
stayed as a matter of course, since the consent to it was given 
| contrary to the client’s express instructions. The decision does 
| not impugn the general — of counsel with respect to the 
| conduct of the suit (Swinfen v. Lord Chelmsford, 5 H. & N. 899), 
or his authority to agreo to a compromise where he has no 
instructions to the contrary (Matthews vy. Munster, supra), but it 
prevents this authority being exercised in such a manner as to 
produce injustice to the client. 
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Avy action for > under Lord Campbell’s Act, Gladley v. 
The Great Eastern Railway, which has recently been tried, is in 
some respects one of unusual legal interest for an action of this 
class. The plaintiff sought to recover for the loss of her husband, 
who was killed in an accident on the defendant company’s 
line, and the defence set up was a denial of negligence. The 
cause of the accident was the breaking of an axle; and very 
strong evidence was put forward on behalf of the defendants 
that the break occurred because of an internal flaw in the 
axle which could not have been discovered by inspection or 
by_any of the ordinary and reasonable tests. The jury in the 
end found that there was negligence, and if this finding is not 
disturbed, of course the verdict for the plaintiff will stand. If, 
however, the Court of Appeal finds that there was no evidence 
of negligence, or that the verdict was against the weight of the 
evidence as to the proof of negligence, the plaintiff's action 
must fail, even although her husband was killed by the break- 
ing of the axle and through no kind of negligence on his part. 
In its facts this case is very like Readhead v. The Midland Rail- 
way Co.(L. R. 4Q. B. 379). In that case the cause of the 
accident was the breaking of a tyre, and it was found as a 
fact that such breaking arose from a latent defect in the tyre 
which was not attributable to any fault on the maker’s part and 
was not capable of being detected previously to the breaking. 
On this the Exchequer Chamber held that the railway company 
was not liable; and the case is always cited as the chief 
authority for the proposition that a railway company is not 
a common carrier of passengers. In the court below Lord 
Buackpurn took a different view; and although he did 
not go so far as to say that a railway company is an 
insurer of the passenger’s safety, as the common carrier is of 
goods, he was of opinion that a company warrants that the 
vehicle in which a passenger is carried is sufficient in all 
respects for its purpose. He was, however, alone in this opinion 
out of the nine judges who considered the case in the Queen’s 
Bench and Exchequer Chamber. Many persons will no 
doubt consider Lord Bracksurn’s opinion as eminently reason- 
able, and what the law ought to be; and we believe this 
view has been adopted in some of the courts of the United 
States. However reasonable it may be, it is none the less erroneous 
in law. It is now well established that the liability of carriers 
of passengers is based upon their duty to take due care, and 
not upon any warranty. Their position is quite different from that 
of the common carrier in respect to goods; and if the passenger 
is injured, he must prove negligence before he can recover 
damages. We express no opinion upon the facts of the recent 
case ; but if a railway can prove that an accident arose through 
a flaw in manufacture which was not attributable to any fault 
on the part of the manufacturer, and which could not 
have been discovered by those tests which it is reasonable to 
use, then the company are not liable. It is, of course, very 
difficult in such a case to get a jury to find against the plaintiff, 
and if there is any evidence at all, it is almost as difficult to 
upset the verdict. As far as the law goes, however, this view of 
the liability of a railway company seems to be well established. 


Tue case of Castaneda and Others v. The Clydebank Engineering 
and Shipbuilding Co., just decided by the House of Lords, was a 
Scotch appeal, but will probably be a useful authority: in 
proceedings by foreign Sovereigns and States in the English 
courts. The action was brought in Scotland upon a contract 
which purported to be between Don Manvet bE 1a Camara, 
Chief of the —_— Royal Naval Commission in London, and 

> 


Don Nicotas Prat, Commissary of the said commission, “ both 
in the name and representation of the Spanish Minister of 
Marine in Madrid, hereinafter called the Spanish Government ” 
of the one part, and the defendant company, who were engineers 
and shipbuilders in Scotland, of the other part. By this contract 
the company undertook to build for the Spanish Government two 
twin-screw torpedo boat destroyers, and the action was to 
recover damages for failure to deliver the vessels within the 
time stipulated by the contract. The plaintiffs in the action 
Smt title to sue was the question in dispute) were Casranxna, 
panish Minister of Marine in Madrid; Toxxstas, then chief of 
the Spanish Royal Naval Commission in London; Tari, . 





Commissary of the same, and the said Spanish Royal Naval 
Commission, Casraxzpa was not the Spanish Minister of 
Marine at the date of the contract, and Ierestas and Tapia, 

who were plaintiffs as being ively at the date of the 

action the Chief of the Spanish Royal Naval Commission and 

Commi of the commission, were not the same individuals as 

those with whom the contract was made, but only their suc- 

cessors in office. In these circumstances the defendants took the 

objection that the plaintiffs had no title to sue. With regard to 

the Minister of Marine, it was urged that he only contracted as 

the “‘ agent of the Spanish Government ” and the Spanish Govern- 

ment could not sue by that name inasmuch as they were an un- 

known and undefined body, and the Spanish Sovereign was 

the proper party to sue. The plaintiffs did not seriously contend 

that the chief of the Royal Naval Commission and the Commis- 
sary were proper plaintiffs, for they were not parties to the 
contract, which was executed by their predecessors in their in- 

dividual capacity, but they contended that the Minister 
of Marine, as head of a department of the Spanish 
Government, was a proper party to the action. ‘The 
defendants must be taken to have contracted with him 
on the footing that he was the Spanish Government. The 
Lord Ordinary held that the action was properly brought by 

the Minister of Marine. The action was founded on contract, 

and in general the question who is entitled to sue upon a 
contract is answered by ascertaining who were the parties to it. 

The contract was certainly made by Camara and Prat, but they 
acted as agents of the Minister of Marine, an official who was 
not described by name, but by his office, and was called 
throughout the contract “‘The Spanish Government.” If the 
head of a department of a foreign State was authorized by the 
local law to enter into a contract binding upon his Government,. 
there was no reason why he should not be entitled to enforce it 
in this coun The Court of Session (Lord Youne dissenting) 
set aside the decision of the Lord Ordinary mainly on the 
authority of certain decisions which held that, in the case of a 
foreign monarchy, the Sovereign must sue as the representative 
of his nation. The House of Lords has now overruled the 
Court of Session and restored the decision of the 
Lord Ordinary, on the ground that the Spanish Minister 
of Marine for the time being had a clear right to sue. 
The contract was for the Spanish Navy, and it must have 
been in contemplation that ministries changed and the 
idea of continuity must have been present to both sides. 
The decree of the House of Lords is founded upon the intention 
of the parties and the comity of nations. By the law of 
England the parties to a contract cannot stipulate that the 
person who fills a certain office for the time being shall be 
entitled to sue on behalf of one of the contracting parties. 
This would be making a new species of corporation unknown to 
the law. But this could be done by the authority of an Act of 
Parliament, and it may be assumed that the foreign legislature 
gave the Minister of Marine the necessary qualification in the 
present case. 





Tur House of Lords have decided in a sense adverse to the 
underwriters the interesting question which was raised in 
Driefontein Consolidated Mines v. Janson (Times, 6th inst.), and 
they have declined to extend the rule forbidding insurance of 
an enemy’s property to the case where a loss is incurred while 
hostilities, though imminent, have not actually brokea 
out. It was decided by a series of cases at the beginning of 
the last century that, upon grounds of public policy, every insur- 
ance must be taken to be subject to the implied proviso 
that it shall not cover any loss happening during the existence 
of hostilities between the respective countries of the assured and 
the assurer; because, as it was put by Lord Extensonoven, 
OJ., in Branden v. Curling (4 t. p. 417), “during the 
existence of such hostilities the subjects of the one country 
cannot allowably lend their assistance to protect by 
insurance the property and commerce of the subjects of the 
other.” The principle of public policy is not altogether 
clear, for since the remedy on the insurance is im any 
case suspended during the war, the assured would not be 
reimbursed against his loss until he was a friend again; bat 
however this may be, the authorities require that, for the 
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principle to apply, there must be an actually existing state of 
warfare, and in the present case this element was wanting. 
The insurance was effected at Lloyds’ in August, 1899, upon 
gold to be sent by the Driefontein Co. from the Transvaal, and 
it covered loss by “arrests of all kings, princes, and people.” 
The gold was ‘“‘commandeered” by the Transvaal Govern- 
ment on the 2nd of October, and war did not actually break 
out till the 11th of October. It was a question whether the 
plaintiff company was to be treated for the purpose of the 
principle at stake as an alien enemy, inasmuch as practically all 
the shareholders were European, and the late Master of the 
Rolls in particular held that to bring the case within the rule the 
enmity must be real. In the House of Lords more stress has 
been laid upon the independent existence of the company as 
distinguished from its shareholders, but in the result this 
point is not important. Attention has been called, as was 
done by Romer, L.J., in the Court of Appeal (49 W. R. 
660; 1901, 2 K. B. 419), to the great inconvenience which 
would arise if parties had to speculate upon the imminence 
of an outbreak of hostilities. Although a state of war no longer 
depends for its commencement upon a formal declaration of war, 
yet its actual existence is a matter of no doubt. But so long as 
war is only anticipated, there is no certain rule by which parties 
can be guided. The strained relations may end in war or not, 
but this doubt ought not to effect the validity of a contract. 
“Instead of a known and ascertained rule,” said the Lord 
Chancellor, ‘‘ which makes it clear whether a contract is unlawful 
or not, the intending parties to a contract must look all round 
the political horizon and form a judgment whether in some one 





violation of the existing contracts with the colliery owners, but 
there was no actual intention to injure the owners; and the 
Federation honestly believed that they were acting in the best 
interests of masters and men. A fall of prices seemed to be 
imminent—which under the sliding scale meant also a lower- 
ing of wages—and the object was to prevent this result by 
restricting the output of coal. 





THE supemenT of Watton, J., in Giblan v. The Labourers’ 
Union (supra), dealt with the question of conspiracy, and 
was an interesting attempt to elucidate the difficulties which 
have been introduced into the law by the successive House of 
Lords decisions in the Mogul case (40 W. R. 337; 1892, A. C, 
25), Allen v. Flood (46 W. R. 258; 1898, A. C.1), and Quinn vy, 
Leathem (50 W. R. 139; 1901, A. C. 495). Until the last case 
the law seemed to be settled that the operations of trade unions 
would not be interfered with provided the members did no act 
which rendered them criminally liable, and provided they did 
not procure actual breaches of contract. It followed from the 
Mogul case that acts done in the course of trade competition, 
which might have the effect of ruining a rival, did not 
become actionable by reason of conspiracy; and from Allen v. 
Flood, that inducing an employer not to employ certain 
workmen was not actionable when done by one man, even though 
done maliciously, the motive being in fact immaterial. Tne 
natural deduction from the two cases was that conspiracy in 
itself gave no cause of action, and that acts which one member 


of a trade union could lawfully do might be done by several in 


or more contingencies the fulfilment of it may be injurious to his | concert without incurring liability : see Huttley v. Simmons (1898, 


own country in the event of war.” This state of things is 
avoided by the result of the litigation, which represents the 


1 Q.B. 181). But in Quinn v. Leathem the House of Lords 
thought that this result placed workmen at an unfair dis- 


opinion of all the judges who have taken part in it except | advantage against the unicns, and held that a conspiracy to 


Vavenay Wiiuiams, L.J. 


injure another would be actionable even though no act was 
done which would be actionable if done by an individual. 
In the Cardiff case Wauron, J., had to reconcile this last 


Tue cases depending upon liability for inducing breaches of | decision with the Mogul case, and he did so by holding that 
contract and upon civil liability for conspiracy have beer | °°Uspiracy furnishes no ground of action if the object is to 
rapidly accumulating of recent years. Two important additions | Protect or advance the interests of the members of the union, 


delivered on Thursday in Glamorgan Coal Co. v. South Wales 
Miners’ Federation (Times, 8th inst.), and the judgment of 


Labourers’ Union (Times, 10th April). The judgment of Bicna, 
J., turned mainly on the question of the liability which a man 
incurs who induces ancther to commit a breach of contract. 1f A. is 
entitled to the benefit of a contract with B., and C. induces B. to 
break the contract, has A. a cause of action against C.? It is 
possible to argue that the conduct of C. is really analogous to 
an infri t of a right of property, so as to render C. 
liable quite apart from the question of the motive or intention 
with which he acted, and upon this view the Miners’ 
Federation would have been liable at the suit of the 
plaintiff colliery owners. They had, as Bicuam, J., held, upon 
the facts, induced the breaking of existing contracts by miners 
in the employ of the plaintifis. But such a rule would be pro- 
ductive of much hardship, and upon the law the learned judge 
held, after consideration of Lumley v. Gye (2 E. & B. 216), Bowen 
v. Heli (6 Q. B. D. 333), and the judgment of Bowen, L.J., in 
the Mogul case (37 W. BR. 756, 23 Q. B. D. 598), that the induc- 
ing to commit a breach of contract furnished no cause of action 
unless there was present also the element of actual malice—that 
is, 2 real intention on the part of the defendant to injure the 
plaintifi—or, unless—to adopt an alternative statemeat—the 
defendant acted without just cause or excuse. “A violation of 
gig oo dl said Lord Macwacuren, in Quinn v. Leathem (50 

-B. 129; 1901, A. C., p. 510), “ committed knowingly is a 


| 
| 


cause of action, and it is a violation of right to inter- | 


fese with contractual relations recognized by law if there | 
be no sufficient justification for interference”; and 


v. Gye was right. Hence the question in the case before 
Biousam, J., resolved iteelf into 
the Federation bad acted without sufficient justification—and on 


this the learned judge found in their favour. The Federation | prospectus, and he 


had induced the wisers to sip work upon certain days in 





one of fact—whether | 


have been made to the list in the judgment of Bicuam, J., | even though a necessary consequence would bs to injure the 


plaintiff; but it does furnish a ground of action if the object 


'is directly and primarily to injure the plaintiff. The case 


Waxrox, J., at Cardiff, a short time back, in Gitlan v. The | before him fell within the latter category, inasmuch as the sole 


object of certain coercive proceedings taken by the secretary of 
the union was to punish a former member for not paying money 
due from him to the union; though, at the same time, since he 
exceeded the authority conferred upon him by the rules, 
the union—so the learned judge decided—was not liable 
collectively, but only the secretary as an individual. Both 
cases illustrate the difficulty which there is in bringing home 
civil liability to trade unions, and possibly in practice the Zuf 
Vale case (50 W. BR. 44; 1901, A. C. 426) will not be so burden- 
some to trade union funds as was at first expected. 


Tue case of Watts v. Bucknall (Times, 6th inst.), decided by 
Bynng, J., this week, followiug so closely the judgment of the 
Court of Appeal in Cackett v. Keswick (ante, p. 600), shews that 
litigation arising upon section 38 of the Companies Act, 1867, is 
by no means at an end, though the section itself was 
repealed by the Companies Act, 1900. In ,Cackett v. Keswick 
it was held, upon the facts of the case, that a contract 
which had been omitted from the prospectus was a contract 
material for intending subscribers to know, aud that there had 
been no sufficient disclosure of its nature to enable the promoters 
and directors to rely upon the waiver clause, In the present 
case, also, material contracts, some of them relating to the 
profits which were being made out of the-promotion, were 
omitted from the prospectus; but the defendant, who was 4 


. director of the company, alleged that he was ignorant of the 
upon this ground be considered that the decision in Lumley ’ - c 


particular contracts, and he also relied upon the waiver clause, 
by which, according to the prospectus, every applicant for shares 
was to be bound. Lut, whether he knew of the contracts or 


not, he wok part, so Ibvunu, J., held, in the issue of the 


did not make inquiry as W 
the contracts which were referred to in the waiver clause. 
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Hence he was not at liberty to set up his ignorance 
as a defence to the fraud to be imputed under the statute by 
reason of the omission to mention material contracts. ‘‘To 
hold otherwise,” said the learned judge, ‘‘ would be to hold that 
the 38th section has no application in cases where a director 
could prove that he is too careless to verify what he was putting 
forward in the prospectus, or even where he joined in putting 
forward a prospectus simply because his co-directors asked him 
to do so.” And with regard to the waiver clause, Byrne, J., 
followed the principle laid down in Cackett v. Keswick, that 
while the clause is not necessarily inoperative, yet there must be 
a fair disclosure to the subscriber of the nature of the contracts, 
the mention of which he is waiving. Such disclosure was not, 
so he held, afforded by the prospectus before him, and 
consequently the waiver clause did not protect the defendant 
from an adverse judgment. 





THE NEW ORDER 30. 


Ivy a letter which we published last week (ante, p. 683), 
“Davus” calls in question the statement made in our note on 
the new rules (ante, p. 642), that the new order 30 will not 
apply in future to actions by specially indorsed writ. In con- 
firmation of his contention our correspondent quotes from ord. 
30, r. 1 (d) the words ‘‘in any such action or proceeding a 
summons for directions may be taken out by any party.” And 
he arrives at the conclusion “‘ that all actions are now divided 
into two classes—(1) those coming under ord. 30, r. 1 (a), in 
which a summons for direction is obligatory on the plaintiff’; (2) 
those coming under rule 1 (d), in which the issue of such a 
summons is permissive only and may be indulged in by any 
party.” He, therefore, concludes that the new order 30 in its 
operation includes all actions and proceedings. 

We would point out, however, that he omits to quote the 
first part of ord. 30, r. 1 (d), which is specific in excluding an 
action by specially indorsed writ. The precise effect of this 
sub-section will be better understood if it is read in its complete 
form, which is as follows :— , 

(@) This rule shall not apply to Admiralty actions within the meaning 
of section 34 of the Judicature Act, 1873, or to actions in which the 
writ is specially indorsed under Order III., Rule 6, or to actions 
coming under the provisions of Order XVIIIa., or to any i 
commenced by originating summons, but in any such action or 
proceeding a summons for directions may be taken out at the 
instance of any party thereto. 

The rule says that order 30 (for rule 1 carries the whole order 
with it) does not apply to an action by specially indorsed writ, 
but that in such an action either party may nevertheless take out 
asummons for directions. There are a number of other rules 
which apply to actions by specially indorsed writ, notably those 


of order 14 and order 27, and it is an established axiom that 
all rules of court dealing with the same subject-matter are to be 


read together. Now, the last words of the above sub-section 
are easy of comprehension and present no conflict of meaning if 
we read them in relation to other rules of court governing the 
progress of an action by specially indorsed writ. The normal course 
of such an action has been amply provided for by prescribing that 
no further statement of claim shall be delivered (ord. 20, r. 1); 
by prescribing the time for defence (ord. 21, r. 6); by providing 
for summary judgment (ord. 14, r. 1); or summary trial (ord. 
14, r. 8), and by providing also, as an alternative course, the 
entry of judgment in default of defence (order 27). If 





of the action. And, further, that the defendant in those 
circumstances should also be allowed the same advantage, so 
that he may be able to press the action on if he desires. 

Our correspondent my po to have confined his view of the new 
rules to order 30, but if regard is had to the new ord. 36, r. 1, it 
will be seen that, in the circumstances of an action by specially 
indorsed writ such as we have described, one or other of the 
parties would have to apply to the master to fix the place of 
trial ; and though this arte done by ordinary summons, if it is 
preferred, it is clearly an advantage to the parties, although 
order 30 does not apply to their action, to allow them at the 
point when its development makes it convenient to do so, to ask 
at the same time for directions as to other interlocutory matters. 
In short, the specific exclusion from the operation of order 30 of 
certain kinds of actions has evidently been made in order to 
leave such actions to be worked out under their special rules, and 
such exclusion is not weakened because a saving clause has been 
added allowing the powers under that order to be applied to such 
actions when circumstances render the special rules prescribed 
for their management ineffective. 

This conclusion coincides with that of a valued correspondent 
whose letter will be found elsewhere, and who concludes that 
the intention of the rule, as a whole, is that the permissive right 
given to either party to issue a summons for direction in actions 
which are excluded from the operation of Order 30 should only 
apply where there are special circumstances. 








UNDERWRITING AND OPTIONS FOR SHARES. 


In the case of Hilder v. Dexter ( Times, 6th inst.) the House of 
Lords have overruled Burrows v. Matabele Gold Reefs (49 W. R. 
500; 1901, 2 Ch. 23), and have held that section 8 of the 
Companies Act, 1900, is not infringed by giving to subscribers * 
for shares in a company an option to take further shares at a 
specified price not lower than their nominal value. Prior to the 
passing of the Act it was, as is well known, very doubtful 
whether it was legitimate to pay a commission for underwriting 
shares. Such a payment could be defended on the ground 
that it was a payment resembling brokerage made in 
the ordinary course of business for the purpose of 
getting the shares taken up. On the other hand, the 
amount paid for underwriting was usually far in excess of 
anything that could properly be regarded as brokerage, and, in 
fact, it meant that the shares were issued at a discount. 
The underwriter received his 10 cent, or whatever it might 
be, and the cash received by the company in respect of the 
shares underwritten was proportionately diminished. But in 
the course of the prolonged discussions which preceded the Act 
of 1900, it was recognized that underwriting was a legitimate. 
operation, and it was thought expedient to introduce into the 
Act a clause expressly sanctioning the payment, under certain 
conditions, of underwriting commissions. This was done by 
section 8. 

The first sub-section is positive in its terms, and shews 
in what cases commission is payable; the second is 
negative, and forbids the payment of commission in other 
cases; the third es the existing power of companies 
to pay brokerage. Sub-section 1 apples only where shares 
are being offered to the public for subscription, but in such 
cases it is lawful for a company to pay commission for 
underwriting shares, provided the payment of the commission 
and the amount or rate per cent. are respectively authorized by 


“Davus” is right, a defendant to an action by specially | the articles of association and disclosed in the prospectus. There 
indorsed writ could, immediately after appearance, defeat and | is no doubt, then, that where a company goes to the public, 
set aside all these provisions by exercising his “ permissive” | and where the necessary authority is given in the articles of 


right to issue a summons for directions. 

We may safely predict that the only effect of such an attempt 
would be the prompt payment of “costs thrown away.” The 
obvious intention of the above sub-section with to an 
action by specially indorsed writ is that should it ao happen (as 
does sometimes happen in such actions) that the plaintiff is 
aware that there is a substantial ground of defence, and he is 
therefore shut out from order 14 (see ord, 14, r. 9 ()), and 
that, after waiting for a defence and receiving onv, he is 
consequently shut out from order 27, he should not be 
precluded from applying for directions as to the future conduct 





association and disclosure made in the prospectus, a commission 
not exceeding that so authorized and disclosed can be paid. The 
above cases have turned not upon the positive enactment of sub- 
section 1, but upon the prohibition of sub-section 2. The lattersabd- 
section provides that, ‘save as aforesaid, no company shall apply 
any of its shares or capital money either directly or indirectly in 
payment of any commission, discount, or allowance to ———- 
in consideration of his subscribing or agreeing to subscribe, 
whether absolutely or conditionally, for any shares of the com- 
pany.” The question which has arisen upon this provision is 
whether an agreement by which the company gives to sub- 
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scribers for shares or to underwriters an option to take up further 
shares at par, or at a specified price above par, is an application 
of shares indirectly in payment of commission, and is therefore 
unlawful. 

In Burrows v. Matabele Gold Reefs (supra) the company, upon 
the issue of 80,000 £1 shares, had entered into an agreement 
to have 60,000 underwritten upon the terms that the underwriters 
should have the option before a certain date of taking up 15,000 
further shares of £1 each at £2 10s. When they claimed to 
exercise this option the shares stood at a much higher price than 
£2 10s., and both Farwe tt, J., and the Court of Appeal (Riasy, 
Vavenan Wittiams, and Srrative, L.JJ.) (49 W. R. 428, 500; 
1901, 2 Ch. 23), held that an allotment in pursuance of the 
option would be an application of shares in payment of a com- 
mission for underwriting, and was, therefore, prohibited by the 
section. This was put by Riczy, L.J., upon the ground that the 
restriction upon applying shares in payment of commission does 
not extend only to their nominal value. ‘The share,” said the 
learned judge, “‘is worth to the company what it will bring. 
That is the value of the thing. If it will bring more than £1, 
the nominal amount, then that is the value to the company ; 
and if they apply a share which nominally only amounts to £1, 
but is really worth, we will say, several pounds, they apply 
several pounds’ worth of their property, and that they are pro- 
hibited from doing if the result will be that a commission or 
profit accrues to the underwriters for subscribing for other 
shares in the company.” 


In the above opinion both Vavenan Witiiams and Srieuixe, 
L.JJ., concurred, and it appeared to follow properly enough 
from the very wide language of the sub-section in question. 
There was an application of shares, not directly indeed, but 
indirectly, in payment of a ‘‘commission, discount, or 
allowance” in consideration of underwriting the original 
60,000 shares, and an indirect payment is brought expressly 
within the prohibition. The House of Lords have, however, 
in Hilder v. Dexter (supra) unanimously arrived at an 
Opposite conclusion. A company, called the United Gold 
Coast Mining Properties (Limited), was incorporated in 
December, 1900, with a capital of £200,000 in £1 shares. In 
January, 1901, the directors, without going to the public, 
entered into an arrangement for allotting 33,333 shares among 
fourteen persons upon the terms that they should have an option 
for a year of taking up another £1 share at par for each of the 
shares originally subscribed ; and if this option was exercised, 
then a similar option of taking up a third £1 share during the 
following year. The transaction, therefore, only differed from 
that in the Matabele case in the circumstance that the further 
shares were to be issued at par and not ata premium. In each 
case the price was determined beforehand without any reference 
to what the actual market value of the shares might be at the time 
of issue. But the arrangement has now been held to be lawful 
upon the ground that the company is not bound to issue its shares 
at par, and that the exercise of the option would not result in 
any diminution of the proper capital of the company. “Iam 
not aware,” said Lori Davey, who seems to have delivered the 
leading judgment, “‘of any law which obliges a company to 
issue its shares above par because they are saleable at a pre- 
mium in the market. It depends on the circumstances of each 
case whether it will be prudent or even possible to do so, and it 
is a question for the directors to decide.” In other words, pro- 
vided the directors take care that the shares issued are repre- 
sented by their nominal value in the paid up capital of the com- 
pany, they may, so far as relates to section 8 of the Act of 1900, 
do as they please with any surplus that is obtainable by issuing 
the shares st a2 premium. In such a case, they might, as 
Lord Davey pointed out, be liable to the shareholders for the 
misuse of their powers as directors, but there would have been 
no unlawful application of “shares or capital money” within 
the meaning of section 8. 

Opinions to a similar effect were expressed by Lords Suanp, 
Braurrox, and Rovexrscox, and the Lord Chancellor stated that 
he agreed, although he abstained from taking 2 formal part in 
the decision upon the ground that he was himself largely 

for the drafting of the section, and he did not want 
its construction to be influenced by the possibility of the intention 
of the drafteman being imported into it. It is uselees arguing 


when the House of Lords have pronounced, and the result of the 
decision will be to render legitimate a form of underwritin 
contract which is an interesting mode of speculation, and whi 
does not infringe upon the amount of the nominal value 
of the company. Whether such contracts are useful 
or necessary from a business point of view, we are 
not prepared to say; but as a mere matter of the con- 
struction of sub-section 2, we imagine there will be little 
hesitation in thinking that the Court of Appeal were right. It 
is, no doubt, correct to say that the company, in neglecting to 
obtain a premium for shares which any broker can get in the 
open market, is not applying any of its capital money in payment 
of acommission. But the sub-section speaks, not only of the 
application of capital money, but of the application of shares; 
and if certain shares are so issued in consideration of under. 
writing other shares, so that money goes into the underwriters’ 
pockets which otherwise would have come to the company, it is 
very difficult to avoid the conclusion that shares are being 
applied indirectly in payment of a commission. Of course it 
may be said that, but for the support at first given by the under- 
writers, the shares would never have been at a premium. That 
may be or may not be; in any case, it is not a relevant con- 
sideration. The only question is whether this form of remu- 
nerating underwriters is prohibited by section 8. But for the 
decision of the House of Lords, we should have said that it 
clearly is prohibited. 








REVIEWS. 
ADMIRALTY PROCEDURE. 


A TREATISE ON THE JURISDICTION AND PRACTICE OF THE ENGLISH 
CouRTS IN ADMIRALTY ACTIONS AND APPEALS: BEING A THIRD 
EDITION OF WILLIAMS AND BrucE’s ADMIRALTY PRACTICE By 
the Hon. Mr. Justice Bruce, D.C.L., and CHARLES FuHR JEMMET!, 
B.C.L., M.A., M.L., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by GEORGE GREN- 
VILLE PuiimoreE, B.C.L., M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 


We are glad to see a new edition of this useful and comprehensive 
work on the practice in Admiralty matters. In this branch of the 
law the R.S.C., though they might be supposed to be comprehensive, 
furvish very inadequate guidance, and the editors comment in the 
preface on the difficulty that exists in consolidating the new rule 
with the remnants of the old. Practitioners will now find this done 
for them by the light of the numerous important decisions which have 
been given of recent years; and though it is hardly possible, under 
the existing statute and case law, to make Admiralty procedure easy, 
yet adequate assistance is here given for surmounting its difficulties. 
The leading peculiarity of the procedure is, of course, the action in 
rem, with its incidents of the arrest of the res and release on 
Theoretically the liability in such an action would seem to be 
restricted to the value of the ship, and the editors strongly support 
(p. 18) this view in opposition to the principle suggested by Jeune, 
P., in the Dictator (1892, P. 304), that personal liability over and 
above that value can be enforced in the action. Apart from 
theoretical considerations, however, it would seem to be convenient 
that, in whatever form the action is commenced, it should be possible 
so to shape it as to settle all questions between the parties relating 
to the matter in dispute. Closely connected with the action in rem 
is the subject of maritime lien, and this also, as recent note worthy 
decisions shew—The Heinrich Bjorn (11 App. Cas. 270), for instance, 
and quite recently Z'he Veritas (1901, P. 304)—is still in process of 
development. Oue of the most interesting features is the newly 
invented practice, referred to at p. 196, and illustrated by The Lipo 
City (1897, P. 226), under which persons who supply coal to a sbip, 
and who are denied a maritime lien for the price under the head of 
necessaries, seek to obtain the lien under the head of master’s dit 
bursements by drawing on the master. The necessity for a device of 
this kind suggests that the law might well be altered by extending 
the remedies for ne-essaries supplied to ships. The present edition 
furnishes abundant information upon these and ather matters relati 
to procedure in Admiralty actions, and is amply supplied with pr 
directions on pointe of detail. 





In consequence of extentive alterations to the heating apparatus 
Lincoln’s-inn Library will be closed from Monday, the 14th of August, # 





the 24rd, both inclusive, as well as d the first ten days in September. 
It is probable that the nature of the work will prevent the re-opening for 
‘a few days after the 10th of September. 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE NEW ORDER 30. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir, Your correspondent ‘‘ Davus” appears to be engaged in the 
unprofitable task of constructing mountains out of mole-hills. He 
seems to imagine that he has made the great discovery that the 
effect of ord. 30, r. 1 (d), is to create two classes of proceedings to 
which the order applies: (1) the class of cases in which the summons 
for directions is obligatory ; (2) the class of cases in which it is 
optional. By a strange process of reasoning, he arrives at the conclu- 
sion that what is expressly excluded is impliedly included. 

Now, the rule speaks for itself. It applies in all but the excepted 
cases, and in these cases a summons for directions may be issued by 
either party. An exception is no less an exception because under 
certain conditions it ceases to be exceptional. 

Two things may safely be predicted: (1) That very special circum- 
stances will be required to justify resort to the summons for direc- 
tions in cases coming within the exception; (2) that in one very 
large class of such cases a summons for directions will be unbeard of. 
Nobody with any experience of the course of procedure by originating 
summons can suppose that order 30 can conveniently be applied to 
such procedure. Under rule 5 no application after judgment can be 
made under a summons for directions. Interlocutory proceedings 
before the hearing of an originating summons are exceedingly rare, 
nor are they in any case sufficiently numerous to induce a solicitor 
to have recourse to a method which involves the payment of a fee of 


The application of the provisions of order 30 to proceedings in the 
Chancery Division has not been found so conducive either to conveni- 
ence or to economy that practitioners in that division are likely to 
resort to it in cases where they are under no obligation to do so. 

“SEMPER Eco AUDITOR” ? 





THE CHROMATIC SEQUENCE OF COLOURED INKS, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—The chromatic sequence of coloured inks in use when perusing 
drafts is a matter of so much convenience to conveyancers that no 
apology seems needed for inviting attention to the disregard to uni- 
formity which I have noticed is lately on the increase. 

No book of practice that I know of deals with the subject, but from 
my Own experience, now over forty years, the colour red has been 
universal for the first revision of a black ink draft, then blue, after 
that violet, and then yellow and green. I am not sure of the order of 
precedence between the last two colours, and beyond them my 
memory does not help me. 

Reason suggests this arrangement because the primary colours red 
and blue produce the secondary following colour, violet. Then comes 
yellow, a primary colour, and following it green, produced by the 
union of yellow with its antecedent blue. 

It needs no argument to shew how much the intelligent perusal of 
a draft is assisted if, by a well recognized rule, we may know by the 
colours used how—i.e., on whose behalf—the successive revisions have 
been made ; and if some of your readers will be good enough to give 
their experience of the rotation of colour, and more collematie of 
practice can thereby be secured, I shall not regret having invited 
attention to the subject. 


An objection to violet ink has been raised because that colour is 
often now used in type-written drafts, but my own view is that the 
violet handwriting will always be sufficiently distinguishable from 


the form of the type-written draft. R. H. Barrett, 
Slough, Bucks, Aug. 4. 
[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.”—Ep. S..J.] 








The following are the arrangements made for transacting business in the 
Probate and Divorce Registries during the Long Vacation—viz.: The 
Registrars of the Probate and Divorce Registries of His Majesty’s High 
Court of Justice will not tax any bill of costs or proceed Ae any petition 
for alimony after Tuesday, the 12th of August, until Friday, the 24th of 
October, except in special circumstances to be stated in a written applica- 
tion addressed to them. One of the Registrars will sit at the Princi 
Probate Registry, Somerset House, to hear summonses every day dur! ng 
the vacation at 11.30. On Wednesdays, the 13th and 27th of August, the 
10th and 24th of September, and the 8th of October, one of the Registrars 
will sit at the Principal Probate Registry to hear motions, at 12 30. 
Decrees will be made absolute on Wednesdays, the 20th of August, the 
10th of September, and the Ist and 15th of October. All papers for 
motions and for making decrees absolute are to be left at the Contentions 
Department, Somerset House, before 2 o'clock on the preceding Friday. 
The offices of the Probate and Divorce Registries will be opened at 11 and 
closed at 3, except on Saturdays, when they will be opened at 10 o'clock 
and closed at 2. On and after the 4th of August and until the 13th of 




























CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
RATCLIFF AND ANOTHER v. MENDELSSOHN. No. 1. 3ist July. 


Stock Excuance—Deravtt or Broxer—LiquipaTion—OComPLeTIonN BY 
JosneR with Broxer’s Customers—Ricut or Jospngr to Sve ror 


DirreReENces. 
Appeal from the judgment of Mathew, J. (reported 50 W. R. 106; 
1901, 2 K. B. 844). The plaintiffs were jobbers on the London Stock 
Exchange. At the date of the Mid-May settlement, on the 13th of May, 
1901, there became due from the defendant, who was then a broker on the 
Stock Exchange, the sum of £986 for differences in respect of contracts for 
the sale and purchase of stocks and shares entered into by the defendant 
on behalf of customers with the plamtiffs. These contracts were carried 
over to the end of May settlement. On the 16th of May the defendant was 
declared a defaulter on the Stock Exchange, and all his contracts then 
open were closed at the hammer prices in accordance with rule 177 of the 
Stock Exchange Rules and Regulations, the result being that a further 
sum of £281 was shown to be due from the defendant to the plaintiffs. At 
the end of the May settlement, the defendant’s customers either completed 
with the plaintiffs through other brokers or again carried over, and the 
plaintiffs received from such other brokers the sum due from the customers 
in respect of those transactions. By rale 155 of the Stock Exchange Rules 
and Regulations, the plaivtiffs would have to account to the official 
assignee for £281 of the amount received by them from the defendant’s 
customers. The plaintiffs claimed in the liquidation of the defendant’s 
estate by the official assignee’ of the Stock Kxchange, and were paid a 
dividend of 2s. 6d. in the pound in respect of the two sums of £986 and 
£281, and there were other assets out of which a further dividend would be 
paid. The plaintiffs claimed in this action to recover £986 and £281. The 
defence was as to the whole claim, that the plaintiffs’ sole right was to 
prove in the Stock Echange liquidation of the defendant’s estate by the 
official assignee; and as to the claim for £281 that the plaintiffs had 
elected to complete the transactions with the defendant’s customers, and 
had been paid or settled with by them. Mathew, J., held that the action 
was maintainable, and gave judgment for the plaintiffs for the amount 
claimed, allowing credit for the dividend. The defendant appealed. 
Tue Covrr (Cotirms, M.R., and Srreiive and une dlen. L.JJ.), 
dismissed the appeal. 
Courns, M.R., said that, with regard to the claim for £986, this became 
siting buy. Moh sapling bengal sclasguiar os ten enling tap 
sett day. an. g~ happened su uently to the i 
to dat that the plaintiffs could not sue for that debt? The onl i 
that happened subsequently was that the defendant was 
defaulter, and his assets were being collected and distributed 
official assignee under the rules of the Stock Exchange. Th 
parte Ward, Re Ward (30 W. RB. 560, 20 Ch. D. 356) in 
Appeal, shewed that that afforded no defence to the 
bound by that decision, and the plaintiffs were entitled 
sum. Then with to the £281, the decision of thi 
second case of Er parte Ward, Re Ward (31 W. R. 112, 2 
shewed that that was a new debt recoverable by the jobbe 
defaulting broker. The fact that the tiffs had been paid 
under the original contract by the defendant’s customers did not affect 


was therefore right. 
Srraurxe and COozrens-Harpy, LJJ., concurred.—Covnsat, Muir 


Mackenzie and J. R. Atkin ; Rufus Issacs, K.C., and Carrington, Sexicrrors, 
Osborn § Osborn ; Michael Abrahams, Sons, § Co. 
(Reported by W. F. Banay, Esq., Barrister.at-Law.) 


STEAMSHIP CARISBROOK CO. (LIM.) er. LONDON AND PROVINCIAL 
MARINE AND GENERAL INSURANCE CO. (LIM.). No.1. 29th July. 
Suie—Generat Average—Voyacr cnper CxHarrer-rarty ro Forsrer 
Port tv Battast AND Back to Howse Port wirn Carco—Gayerat 
Averacs Sacririck on Way Ovr—Laanturry or Cuarrersp Faerrtr 
to ConTRIRUTE. 
This was an appeal from the judgment of Mathew, J., at the trial of an 
action without a jury, 50 W. R., 42 [1901] 2 K. B. 861. The action was 
brought by shipowners against underwriters on a policy of insurance on a 
ship. During the currency of the policy the 
charter-party, by which it was provided that the shi 
Fleetwood to Savannah and there load a cargo and 
therewith to Liverpool, Manchester, or Bremen, as directed, and there 
deliver her cargo, freight to be paid on delivery. The vessel sailed for 
Savannah in ballast, and before she arrived at Savannah 
— and yy pom + which was no ae —— 

eral average loss. @ necessary re execu! 
foaded a cargo at Savannah in accordance with the charter-party, 
proceeded to savas and on due delivery the ees received 
chartered freight. © plaintiffs having brought action to recover 
the cost of the repairs, the defendants contended that the chartered 
freight was liable to contribute in general average. Mathe . 
See Williams v. Londen Assurance (1 M. & 8, 318), held 
chartered freight was liable to contribute, and that the defendants 
entitled to have the amount of the contribution deducted 
claimed in the action. The utiffs 

not having been 





_ that the homeward 
me of the general average loss, was not liable to contribute. 
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of Williams v. London Assurance had been disapproved of by the text-book 
writers, Benecke, Arnould. and Phillips; and the judgment of Willes, J., 
in Potter v. Rankin (L. R. 3 C0. P. 562, at p. 567), was an authority against 
the defendants’ contention. The defendants relied on Williams v. London 
Assurance, which had been followed in Moran v. Jones (7 E. & B. 523), and 
on the general practice of average adjusters for many years. 

Tae Court (Cottms, M.R., and Srretine and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Co.urms, M.R., said that the vessel under a charter-party sailed in 
ballast for Savannah, and came back to England with a cargo, thereby 
earning chartered freight. On her way out she met with a misfortune 
which necessitated a general average sacrifice. The question was whether 
the chartered freight could be called on to contribute in general average. 
If Wilhams v. London Assurance, decided in 1813, was good law, it covered 
this case, and the chartered freight was liable to contribute. Moran v. 
Jones, decided in 1857, followed Williams v. London Assurance, and in his 
opinion the same point practically had been decided still earlier —viz., in 
1810, in The Progress, Edwards’s Adm. Rep. 210. The rule laid down in 
Williams v. London Assurance seemed to him to be a good working rule, and 
it had never been questioned in any decided case. The criticisms of the 
text-book writers were aimed not so much at the rule itself as at the 
difficulty of estimating the proper value of the freight at risk at the time 
of the general average sacrifice. The dictum of Willes, J., in Potter v. 
Rankin was addressed to different circumstances, and ought not to be taken 
as impugning the principle of Williams v. London Assurance. 

Srreiine and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred.—Covnsex, Carver, K.O., 
and D. Stephens; J. A. Hamilton, K.C., and F. D. Mackinnon. Soxtctrors, 
Holman, Birdwood. & Co. ; Waltons, Johnson, Bubb, § Whatton. 

[Reported by F. G. Ricker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, } 


Re CREDIT ASSURANCE AND GUARANTEE CORPORATION (LIM). 
No. 2. 30th July. 


Compasy—Repvction or Caprrat—Unequat PAYMENT UPON 
SHARES. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Farwell, J., dismissing a petition 
for confirmation by the court of the reduction of capital. The Credit 
Assurance and Guarantee Corporation (Limited) had a capital of £1,000,000, 
divided into £2,000 deferred shares of £1 each, and 299,800 ordinary shares 
of £10 each. The deferred shares were all issued and fully paid, and 37,712 
ordinary shares had been issued. Of the latter, 2,621 had been forfeited, 
1,123 had been issued under a duly registered contract with £5 paid up, 
and the remainder had been paid up to the extent of £2. The memor- 
andum of association provided that the profits should be applied, after 
allowing for a reserve fund, in paying, first, a dividend of 10 per cent. on 
the amount paid up for the time being, one-half of the surplus to the 
holders of deferred shares, and the remaining moiety, subject to the pay- 
ment thereout ef such extra remuneration to the directors, as might be 
determined in general meeting, should belong to the holders of ordinary 
shares. By article 152 of the articles of association : ‘‘ If the corporation 
shall be wound up, and the surplus assets shall be insufficient to 
repay the whole of the phen capital, such surplus assets 
shall be distributed so that, as nearly as may be, the loeses shall 
be borne by the members in proportion to the capital paid 
up, or which ought to have been paid up, 6n the shares held by 
them respectively at the commencement of the winding up. But 
this clause is to be without prejudice to the rights of the holders of shares 
issued upon special conditions.’’ The corporation had power to reduce its 
capital by paying off capital or cancelling capital which had been Jost or 

unrepresented by available assets. On the 12th of December, 190i, a 

i lution was passed reducing the capital to £850,300, divided into 

£10 each and 2,000 deferred shares of £1 each, and such redaction 

effected by cancelling capital to the extent of £1 10s. in respect 

, the ordinary shares, which had been issued and were then out- 

tanding, and reducing the nominal amount of all the ordinary shares in 

jpany’s capital from £10 to £8 10s. Farwell, J., was of opinion 

eame rule must be followed in the reduction of capital as would 

been followed in 2 winding-up, and that the losees must be borne by 

the members in proportion to the amounts paid up in the shares. He 
therefore dismissed the petition. The company appealed. 

Tue Cover (Varvcnax Writs, Rouen, and Maturw, L.JJ.), without 
discussing Farwell, J.’s judgment, were of opinion, having regard to the 

of British and American Trustee and Finance Corporation ¥. Coupe 
(42 W. BR. 652, 1994 A. C. 399), that the court could sanction any arrange- 
ment that was fair for all parties, and allowed the appeal. 

Vaveuas Wiis, L.J.—We are all of opinion that this scheme would 
not work inequitably or unjustly. That being so, it is admitted that we 
have a discretion to eanction the scheme, and we do sanction the echeme 
Im 2 case like this there must be very often something which leaves the 

of the parties not quite the same as before, but I think this scheme 
eee them as little as possible—Covnert, Younger, K.C., and Cozens- 
Hardy ; Jenkins, K.C., 20d Martelli, Sorscrrous, Davidson & Morris; R. 


L 
(Reported by J.L Sriziexa 


ORDINARY 


“ 


Vey, Parristcr at-Law.} 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


ke THE ANGLO-FEENCH EXPLORATION CO. (LIM.), 
12th and 19th July, and 2nd Aug. 
Comrass—Bewccrox or Cavttar—Canxcentation or Suruzs—No Lows oy 
Carrrat—Bo Vercus ov Cartrat—Convasies Act, 1967 (20 & 31 Vicr. 
c. 121) ss. 9, 11—Coxramtes Act, 1577 (40 & 41 Vier. ©. 2) #6. 3, 4 


Petition. This was 2 petition for reduction of the capital of the above 


Buckley, J. 





company by cancellation of its founders’ shares. The company was 
formed in 1889, under the Oompanies Acts, 1862-1886, as a limited 
company for the purposes (amongst others) of securing openings 
for capital in South Africa, and of acquiring and developing 
land, mines, and other property. The capital, which had 
originally been less, was at the date of the agreement next mentioned 
£700,300 in 350,000 preference, and 350,000 ordinary shares of £1 
each, and 300 founders’ shares of £1 each, all of which had been issued 
and fully paid up. The founders’ shares were, by the memorandum 
of aseociation, entitled to 25 per cent. of the profits after deduction of 
8 per cent. upon the capital of the original ordinary shares, and in the 
event of a winding up they were entitled to 28 per cent. of the surplus 
assets after payment of the capital paid upon the other shares. No increase 
of capital could affect these rights. The company met with great success. 
Desiring to raise further capital, it was considered expedient to get rid of 
the founders’ shares, Accordingly, by an agreement of the 17th of February, 
1902, between two of the holders of founders’ shares for themselves and 
all the other holders of the first part, the company of the recond part, 
and one Clark for the directors of the tbird part, after reciting that each 
founders’ share was equivalent to 260 ordinary shares with a liability to 
pay par, it was that each holder of founders’ shares who ratified the 
agreement should have allotted to him 260 new ordinary shares for each of 
his shares. The agreement was conditional, amongst other things, upon 
the reduction by cancellation of the founders’ shares being sanctioned by 
the court, and was to become void if all the conditions were not fulfilled 
within six months from its date. On the 27th of March, 1902, at an 
extraordinary general meeting, the capital of the company was increascd 
to £1,000,300 by the creation of 150,000 more ordinary and the same 
number of preference shares, and by a special resolution, which was 
subsequently duly confirmed, it was resolved that having regard to the 
said conditional agreement the capital of the company should be reduced 
from £1,000,300 to £1,000,000 by the cancellation of the whole 
300 fully paid up founders’ shares. The conditional agreement was 
ratified by the directors of the company, and by all the holders 
of founders’ shares. A petition was presented by the companies asking 
that the reduction of capital to be affected by the special resolution can- 
celling the 300 founders’ shares might be confirmed by the court. At the 
hearing Buckley, J., expressed great difficulty at sanctioning a reduction 
of capital where the amount had not been lost, was not unrepresented by 
available assets, and was not paid off as being in excess of the wants of 
the company. It was suggested that the case might have been brought 
within the Act of 1877 by the £300 paid up on the founders’ shares being 
returned to the holders before cancellation, but that course could not be 
adopted now, as it would require a further special resolution to be pas:ed, 
and that would probably prevent the sanction of the court bemg obtained 
within the time limited by the agreement. Counsel contended that if the 
case did not come within the Act of 1877, it came within sections 9 and 11 
of the Act of 1867. 

Bucxiey, J.—The petitioners say that inasmuch as the reduction 
might be made if the amount paid up on the shares were returned to the 
shareholders, the question cannot be affected by the fact that the share- 
holders are content to surrender the shares without asking payment. If 
this is so, the court has for the last quarter of a century or more been 
wasting its time in requiring evidence that capital has been lost, unless it 
can be maintained (and it cannot) that the evidence has been required not 
for the protection of creditors, but to enable a majority of corporators to 
bind a minority. The question is, What are the rights of the creditors 
where the proposed reduction is of the nominal capital and of the paid up 
capital? The answer is that the reduction must in this case be so made 
as not to effect the equilibrium of the balance-sheet to the prejudice of the 
creditor. On the liability side of the balance-sheet will be found (amongst 
other things) the amount of capital paid up by shareholders. That must not 
be used except for capital purposes On the other side is found the assets of 
thecompany. If the proposed reduction is made it will strike out a sum on 
the liability side from the amount representing paid up capital, leaving 
the assets side unaffected. The balance item would thus be increased. 
In some instances this increace would become divisible as a dividend, in 
others not- In my judgment the Act of 1877, by ee giving power 
to cancel lost capital, or to return paid up capital, impliedly forbids the 
writing-off of capital which is neither lost or returned. he British and 
American Trustee and Finance Corporation vy. Couper (42 W. R. 652; 1894, 
A. C. 399) was cited by the petitioners as an authority in their favour. It 
does not help them. It only decided that where the reduction was valid 
as between the corporation and its creditors, the incidence may 
be thrown in any just manner among the corporators inter %. 
In the present case the amount proposed to be written off is 
trivial—£200—but the — is the same as if it were £300,000. If 
£300,000 were written off the liability side ,of the balance-sheet, the 
obligation of the company to keep capital assets sufficient to balance the 
capital paid up would be diminished by £300,000, and the rights of the 
creditors would be affected. In my judgment that is not within the Act. 
But the object which the petitioners have in view may be attained in 
another way. If the holder of a £5 founders’ share puts the share at the 
disposal of the company, and simultaneously takes an ordinary share and 
pays £5 upon it, the equilibriam of the balance-sheet is not disturbed so as 
to reduce the rights of the creditors. This course was adopted in The 
Westminster Electric Supply Corporation in August, 1897, and the St. 
James’s and Pall Mall Diectric Light Company in 189, both before 
Stirling, J. If in this case the 78,000 shares which the holders of the 
founders’ shares are to take are applied for, allotted, and paid for, and the 
holders of the founders’ shares transfer them to trustees for the company, 
or declare themselves trustees for the company of those shares, the petition 
may be so amended as to lead to 4 minute by which the paid up capital 
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could be shown to be not less but greater than before. I should not, I 
think, be doing violence to the special resolution for reduction if in that 
state of facts I made the order. As regards the declaration by the founders 
that they claim no rights in respect of the founders’ shares, but hold them 
at the disposal of the company, I think that I could act upon a consent 

ven by counsel appearing for all the founders upon the further hearing 
of the petition. If the petitioners desire, the petition may stand over with 
liberty to amend. 

The petition having been amended, and the holders of founders’ shares 
having been made co-petitioners, and the 78,000 shares having been 
allotted to them, on the 2nd of August, 1902, his lordship made an order 
sanctioning the reduction, and dispensed with the necessity of the words 
‘and reduced’ being any longer added to the name of the company.— 
OounsEL, Stewart Smith, K.0., G. Lawrence, and W. E. Hollams. Soutcrrors, 
Hollams, Sons, Coward, § Hawksley. 

(Reported by Nevitiz Tessvutt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


le LOVERIDGE. DRAYTON v. LOVERIDGE. Buckley, J. 24th and 

25th July; 2nd August. 

MortcackE Entry ny Morrcaces—Dratn or Mortcacre Practicatly 
InrestaTE—Equity or Repemption BarrEp—Devo.vtTion or Mortcacep 
Property. 

This was the further consideration of an administration action. The 
question to be determined was whether, for the purposes of devolution, a 
mortgaged property upon which the mortgagee hed entered, but in respect 
of which the equity of redemption had not been barred at the time of his 
death, must be treated as realty or as personalty. A testator devised 
and bequeathed his residuary real and personal estate to his wife 
during her widowhood and appointed her bis executrix. In 1864 
he died intestate, except as aforesaid. The testator was entitled to a 
mortgage debt of £1,075 secured upon certain lands. In 1861 he went 
into possession, and remained in possession until his death. After bis 
death his widow went into possession, and so remained until her death in 
1900. The persons entitled under the statutes of distribution at the time 
of his death were the widow and a brother. It was not contended thatthe 
possession of the widow was on her own behalf. On behalf of the execu- 
trix of the widow and the other next-of-kin of the testator it was con- 
tended, on the authority of Attorney-General v. Vigor (8 Ves. 256, 277) 
and Flack v. Longmate (8 Bea. 420, 423), that in all cases the test of 
whether the mortgage estate devolved as realty or personalty was its 
condition at the death of the mortgagee: if at that date it was personalty, 
the heir could only acquire the mortgage property as trustee for the 
persons entitled to the personal estate: Canning v. Hicks (1 Vern. 412), 
Tabor v. Grover (2 Vern. 367), Awdley v. Awdley (2 Vern. 193), Ellis v. Guavas 
(2 Ch. Ca. 50), and Carlisle v. Gober (Nelson 52). On behalf of the persons 
who would take if it devolved as realty it was contended that when a 
mortgagee enters into possession, such entry is to be deemed to be the 
expression of an intention to take as land, subject to the equity 
of redemption; he could, therefore, have devieed the property as 
land: Noyes v. Mordawnt (2 Vern. 582.) In any care the persons 
entitled to the personal estate were only entitled to a charge on 
the mortgage estate for the mortgage money: Clerkson v. Bowyer (2 Vern. 
66); Re Woodhead (W. N. 1884, 174) ; Thornborough v. Baker (1 Uh. Cas. 
183, 185); Winne v. Littleton (2 Oh. Oas. 51); and Garret v, Evers (Mos. 
364) were also cited. ‘The court took time to consider. 

Buckiey, J., held that the property was, for the purposes of 
devolution, to be treated as personalty. Iw the course of his judgment he 
said: The testator, at the time of his death, was entitled to the mortgage 
debt which was perronalty, and ae security for that the land was 
vested in him, subject to redemption. he estate in the land 
descended to the heir, but at the moment of the testator’s death the heir 
was, as it appears to me, only a trustee for the legal sonal repre- 
sentative, who was entitled to the debt and to the beneficial interest in the 
land in respect of the debt. After the lapse of many years the equity 
of redemption became barred, and the estate of the heir was no longer 
subject to redemption. But I see no reason why the estate of the heir, 
of which he was, up to that time, trustee for the legal personal 
representative, should have become at that date, or at any time, 
his property. Someone, at the testator’s death, became entitled 
to this property. Unquestionably, as regards the mortgage debt, that 

rson was the legal personal representative. The right against the land 

y way of oy was the property of that same person, and although at 

a later date the rights in respect of the land became enlarged from rights 

subject to redemption to rights freed from redemption, that can 

have no effect in discharging the legal owner of the land 
from his trusteeship for the owner of the debt. [His lordship then 

dealt with the authorities, pointing out that Attorney-General v. 

Vigor and Flack v. Longmate supported fis view and continued:}] But 

then it is said that where the equity of redemption is released or foreclosed 

or the estate becomes irredeemable after the testator’s death, the heir may 
be entitled to pay off the mortgage debt to the personal estate and retain 
the land. For this there was cited a case before Bacon, V.O., of Re 

Woodhead, The rule used to be that cases ought not to be cited from 

the Weekly Notes, and, I think, in this instance at least the rule is 

deserving of observance. The reasoning of the Vice-Chancellor is 
not given, and the note is not easy to follow. The one thing 

Which does appear is that no authorities were cited. It may be 


that the decision rested upon the fact that there was a devise of 
mortgage estates and that it was to persons other than those to whom the 
resid real and personal estate was given. However that may be, I do 
not think that the note of that case can prevail as 
to which I have referred. I hold, th 


at the authorities 


‘ore, that property devolved 














reonaity.—CovnseL, H. C. 


jeer the legal personal representative as 
a Soricrrorns, Bridgman § 


wkins; A. F. G. Greenland; Fossett Lock. 
Willcocks for Hillman § Bond, Lyme Regis. 
[Reported by H. L. Onmistox, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re ILIFF, Wright and Darling, JJ. 4th August. 


Bankrurtcy—Practice—Proor—SvsstitvTion or Proor ny AssIGNER oF 
Provine Ongepiror—Banxrurtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 58, 


Application by way of appeal from the County Court of Sunderland for 
directions as to the procedure to be adopted by the assignee of a proof in 
order to obtain the dividends due under the proof. e assignee in the 
present case had asked the official receiver to examine into 
the proof and assignment and to put a proof on the file in the 
name of the assignee in substitution for the proof of the assignor 
as suggested in Re Frost and Frost (47 W. R. 512, [1899] 2 Q. B. 50). 
The official receiver satisfied himself that the assignment was in order, and 
expreseed his willingness to substitute a proof by the assignee if ordered 
to do so by the court. The assignee thereupon applied to the county 
count for an order directing the official receiver to substitute his proof ; 
but the county court judge declined to make any order on the ground 
that it was no part of the work of the court and that the official receiver 
ought to deal with the proof himeelf. The assignee appealed. The 
official receiver was represented on the appeal, but did not oppose the 
application. 

Tue Court (Waicut, and Darina, JJ.) directed that in future cases 
of the tame kind application should be made to the court asking the leave 
of the court for the official receiver to substitute a proof by the assignee 
for that by the assignor. In the present case they granted such leave 
without further application.—CounsreL, A. Read; H. Sutton. Soxicrrors, 
Coote § Ball ; The Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 


[Reported by P. M. Fraxcxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 


Re POLLOCK & PENDLE. Er parte THE TRUSTEE. 
Darling, JJ. 4th August. 


Banxrurtcy—Execution—CompieTion ny Seizure anp Sate—Banx- 
ruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 45); Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 
54 Vicr. c. 71), s. 11. 

Appeal from a decision of His Honour Judge Whitehorne in the 
Birmingham County Court, holding that a sum of £21 paid by tne debtor 
to an execution creditor within fourteen days before the making of the 
receiving order paseed to the trustee in bankruptcy. On the lst of August, 
1901, the creditor obtained judgment for £28 9s. 6d., and on the 2nd of 
August he put in execution. On the 9th of August the debtor’s colicitors 
wrote to the creditor’s solicitors enclosing £21 in part payment of the judg- 
ment debt and costs on condition that the cfeditor instructed the sheriff's 
officer to withdraw by the following morning. On the following morning 
(the 10th of August) the creditor instructed the sheriff's officer to withdraw, 
and he withdrew unconditionally. The receiving order was made upon 
the 17th of August, adjudication followed, and a tru:tee was appointed 
who claimed the said sum of £21 as property of the bankrupt divisible 
among his creditors. The county court judge decided im favour of the 
trustee upon the grounds that the execution nad not been completed by 
seizure and sale, and, therefore, the creditor was not entitled to the benefit - 
of it by reason of the provicions of section 45 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883; and further, that if it was contended that this was “* money paid to 
avoid a eale’’ within cection 11 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, then it 
should have been paid to the sheriff, who + ba a section would have been 
required to hold it for fourteen days, and if kruptcy supervened within 
that time, as it had in the preseut case, would have had to pay the money 
over to the official receiver. The creditor could not, by receiving the 
money himself, defeat the prcvisions of section 11. The creditor appealed. 

Tus Covrr (Wrtcut and Daxtine, JJ.) dismissed the appeal, expressing 
their entire concurrence with the judgment and reasoning of the county 
court judge.—UounseL, Mwir Mackenzie; J. 8 Pritchett, Sorscrrons, Walter 
$ E. Il. Foster, Leeds; Whivchouse $ Stoddard, Birmingham. 

(Reported by P. M. Faaxcke, Bsq., Barrister-at-Law } 


Wright and 








On the 3ist ult. the Royal assent was given to The Midwives Bill, Sale 
of Intoxicating Liquors (Licences) (Ireland) Bill, Education Act, 1901 
(Renewal), Bill, Post Office Sites Bill, London County Council (General 
Powers and Money) Bills, and a large number of private Bills. 

Mr. Justice Wille, who is bringing out a new edition of the work on 
circumstantial evidence, has, says a writer in the (fede, contributed but 
little to legal literature. Not since 1862, when he edited the last edition 
of ‘ Wills on Circumstantial Evidence,” has bis name figured in the 
announcements of the law publishers, But several books on topics more 
attractive than avy yielded by the legal world have come from his hand. 
He has written ** Wande among the High Alps" and “The Bagie’s 
Neat,"’ and has translated Khendu’s * des Glaciers de la Savoie.”’ 
There are only two other judges now on the bench who have written works 
not primarily intended for the lawyer's bookshelves. Mr, Justice Ridley 
utilised his leisure as an official referee to translate Lucan’s “ Pharsalia,” 
and Mr. Justice Darling has ** Meditations in the Tea-room,” as well as 
** Sointille Juris,’’ to his literary account. 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


GENERAL RULES AS TO ADMINISTRATION ORDERS. 
Unper Sxcrion 122 or tHe Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 


It is ordered as follows :— 

1. The rules made on the 21st of December, 1888, under the provisions 
of section 122 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (hereinafter called the Act), are 
hereby annulled as from twenty-fourth day of October, 1902, and the fol- 
lowing rules shall thereafter stand in lieu thereof, and shall apply, so far 
as may be practicable (unless otherwise expressly provided), to all proceed- 
ings taken under administration orders or requests for orders in force or 
pending on that day. They may be citedas the Bankruptcy (Administra- 
tion Order) Rules, 1902. 

2. A debtor against whom a judgment has been obtained in a county 
court, and who derires to obtain an administration crder under section 122 
of the Act, sball file with the registrar of the court a request and statement 
in writing in the form No. 1 in the Appendix. 

When the debtor is illiterate and unable to fill up the request and state- 
ment, the registrar or his clerk shall fill them up from the mformation 
given by the debtor. 

3. (1) The debtor shall state in his request whether he proposes to pay 
his creditors in full, or whether he proposes to pay a composition. In the 
latter case he shall further state the amount in the pound which he pro- 
poses to pay, and in either case he shall state the amount of the monthly 
or other instalments by which he proposes to pay. 

(2) The debtor shall set out in a list attached to his request the namer, 
addresses, and descriptions of all his creditors, including all secured 
creditors, and all creditors having power to distrain, such as creditors for 
rent, rates, and taxes. Where a creditor is secured, or any person in 
addition to the debtor is liable for any debt, the particulars and estimated 
value of the security, or the name and address of such other person, shall 
bestated. Where judgment has been obtained or proceedings are pending 
im any ccunty court or inferior court in respect of any debt scheduled that 
fact shall be stated, and the order or summons in each case must be pro- 
duced to the registrar. 

3) The debtor shall attach to his request and statement an affidavit 
deposing that, io the best of his knowledge, information, and belief, 
the names of all his creditors, and the true amounts of the debts due from 
bim to them, are ret out in the list attached to the request, and that the 
statements made ty him in bis request end statement are true. 

4. Upon a request being filed the registrar shall appoint a day for the 
hearing, and shall as soon as may be send in the form No. 3 in the Appen- 
dix a notice to all the creditors mentioned in the list of the day and hour 
when the request will be heard. The notice shall be sent by post not less 
than ten clear days before the day appointed for hearing the request. 

The registrar shall also in like manner send #notice to the debtor in the 
form No 2 in the Appendix. 

Provided, that where on the filing of a request it appears that the 
debtor or a majority of the creditors resides or reside in the district of 
another county court, the registrar may before appointing a day for the 
hearing refer the matter to the judge; and thereupon the judge may 
either direct that the request shall proceed, or may, if he is of opinion 
that it would be inconvenient that the court should administer the estate, 
order the request and a certificate of the judgment to be forwarded to the 
county court in the district of which the debtor or a majority of the 
creditors resides or reside, and thereupon the latter court shall proceed as 
if the request bad originally been filed therein. Before making such order 
as last mentioned the judge may, if he thinks fit, direct notice to be given 
to the debtor to attend at the court on a day to be named in the notice, 
and to shew cause why such order should not be made. If such order is 
made, a copy therecf shall be cent by post by the registrar to the debtor. 

5. Any «mditcr to whom notice of the hearing of a request bas been 
rent, and who desires to object to any debt scheduled by the debtor, or 
to the wenger of pr per pee or the instalments which the debtor 
proposes » thajl rend written notice of his objection, t 

. byt - jection, by post or 
to = debt to the creditor whore debt is objected to, not lees than five clear 
days before the day appointed for the hearing of the request; and he 
shall state im the notice the grounds of his objection. Provided, that by 
leave of the judge an objection may be heard although euch notice has not 
bom given. c 
_ & At any time between the filing and the hearing of a request the 
judge or registrar of the court in which the request is filed mey ~~ the 
pressdings On any execution, judgment summons, or order of commitment 
temed agsinet the property or person of the debtor in respect of any debt 
scheduled to the request, whether issued by the court in which the request 
is fled, or ieencd by eny other county court or inferior court and sen: for 
—— Mace — in which the request is filed: but in any such 
aes come of euch execution, judgment summons, or order of com- 
mitment incurred by the creditor b-fore the stay of proceedings ma 


be alowed, and euch corts may om epplication be added to the debt 


7. Upon the request coming on for b ing the course « 0 
lnetmen ? caring the course of proceedings 
(1) The dettor shall attend in person, unless the judge otherwise 


2.) Avy creditor, whether he has received 2 notice of the request or not, 
may ettend the be: theresf and prove his debt, and, subject to 


the provisions A i:ule 5, object to any debt, or to the amount of the | 


” the imetalments which the debtor proposes to pay. 
B) dette set ont im the list attached to the request shall te taken 
$0 be proved wmiess oyjextod ts by 2creditor, o7 dieallowed by the judge, 


registrar and to the debtor, and in the case of objection | 


(4.) All creditors whose debts are objected to either by the debtor or 
any other creditor shall prove their debts in like manner as upon the 
hearing of an ordinary summons; provided that the judge may in 
his discretion direct the proof of any debt to be adjourned upon any 
terms that he may think fit, and may thereupon either adjourn the 
further consideration of the application or proceed to determine 
the same, in which latter case such debt, if and when proved, shall 
be added to the schedule of proved debts. 

(5.) The debtor shall answer all questions put or allowed by the judge. 

(6.) Any creditor whose debt is admitted or who has proved, and by 
leave of the judge any creditor the proof of whose debt has been 
adjourned, and with the like leave any other person on behalf of any 
such creditor, shall be entitled to be heard and to adduce evidence. 

(7.) Where any facts are proved on proof of which the court exercisirg 
jurisdiction in bankruptcy would be required either to refuse, sus- 
pend, or attach conditions to the debtor’s discharge if he were 
adjudged bankrupt, the judge may refuse to make an administretion 

rd 


order. 

(8.) No administration order shall be made under which the payment of 
instalments, if kept up without default, would extend over a period of 
more than six years from the date of the order. 

(9.) Where the judge is of opinion that it would be inconvenient that 
the court should administer the estate, he may order the request and 
a certificate of the judgment to be forwarded to the county court in 
the district of which the debtor or a majority of the creditors resides 
or reside, and thereupon the latter court shall proceed as if the 
request had originally been filed therein. If such order is made, a 
copy thereof 1 be sent by post by the registrar to the debtor. 


8. An administration order shall be in the form No. 5 in the Appendix, 
and, when made, a copy thereof shall be sent by post by the registrar to 
the debtor, but it shall not be necessary to prove the receipt thereof by the 
debtor before taking any proceedings upon the order. 

Notice of the order having been made shall be scent to each creditor 
whose debt has been admitted or who has proved ; the notice shall be sent 
by post, and shall be in the form No. 6 in the Appendix. 

Notice of the order having been made shall also be sent by post in the 
same form (with the necessary modifications) to every other county court 
or inferior court in which, to the knowledge of the registrar, judgment has 
been obtained or proceedings are pending against the debtor in respect of 
any debt echeduled to the order. 

9. After an administration order has been made, any creditor entitled 
to object under sub-section 11 of section 122 of the Act to any debt 
scheduled, or to the manner in which payment is directed to be made, 
must give notice in writing, by post or otherwise, to the registrar of 
his objection and of the grounds thereof, and the registrar sball tliere- 
upon name a day when the objection will be heard. An application to allow 
the objection shall be heard ez parte in the first instance by the judge, 
| who may dismiss the application, or may direct if to be renewed upon 
| notice being given to such persons and upon such terms, as to security for 
| costs and otherwise, as he may think fit. 
| Provided that no creditor to whom notice of hearing of the request has 
| been duly sent under Rule 4 shall be entitled to object to any debt 

echeduled, or to the manner in which payment is directed to be made, 
| unless within two months from the date of the order he proves to the 
| satisfaction of the court that the notice did not reach him, and that 





| he has not received reasonable notice of the proceedings in any other 


manner. 
| 10 Any creditor desiring to prove a debt under sub-section 12 of 
| section 122 of the Act shall send in his claim in writing, by post or other- 
| wise, to the rar, who shall thereupon send notice of the claim to the 
| debtor, by post or otherwise, in the form No. 10 in the Appendix. 
11. If the debtor does not within the period allowed by the notice give 
| notice that he disputes the claim, the claim shall be deemed to be proved, 
| and shall be added to the schedule to the order accordingly and notice of 
the addition ehall be sent, by post or otherwise, to the creditor, in the form 


| No. 11 in the Ap 
period allowed gives notice of his objection, 


pendix. 

12. If the debtor within the 
wee or otherwise, 2 the form No. 10 in the Appendix, the registrar 
8 appoint a day for the hearing of the objection, and give notice of the 
time for hearing to both ies, by post or otherwise, in the form No, 12 
in the Appendix; and the judge on the hearing may either disallow the 
| claim, or allow the same in whole or in part, in which latter case the debt 
| allowed shall be added to the schedule, subject to the provisions of sub- 

section 12 of section 122 of the Act, and to Rule 21, 

13. The judge shall appoint some person to have the conduct of the 
order, and may at any time afterwards remove him, and appoint any other 

| person in bis place. 

It shall be the duty of any person so appointed to take all proper pro- 
ceedings for enforcing the terms of the wher ; but in case of his neglect to 
proceed, or of urgency, any creditor may, by leave of the court, take such 

| proceedings. 

In particular, it shall be the duty of the person so appdéinted— 

(i.) If default is made in payment of any instalment payable in 

pursuance of the order, 

(a) to apply for the issue of a judgment summons under the next 
following rule; or, 

()) if it appears that the debtor is unable to pay by reason of illness or 
other unavoidable misfortune, to apply to the judge or registrar 
under Rule 17, 

a Py any facts become known to such person on which the order might 
| wt aside or rewcinded under Rule 15, to bring such facts to the 
attention of the judge, who may thereupon, if he thinks fit, direct 
} notice to be given to the debtor, by post or otherwise, in the form No. 
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13 in the Appendix to attend at the court on a day to be named in the 
notice, and to shew cause why the order should not be set aside or 
rescinded, or may make such order or give such directions in the 
matter as he may think fit. 

14. If default is made in payment of any instalment payable in pur- 
suance of the order, a judgment summons may, on the application of any 
person entitled to take proceedings under Rule 13, be issued without fee. 
A judgment summons shall be in the form No. 8 in the Appendix, and 
shall be cerved personally five clear days before the return day thereof, and 
all proceedings thereon shall be taken in like manner as if it were a judg- 
ment summons issued in an action in the county court, except that (as 

rovided by the Act) the debtor shall, unless the contrary is proved, be 

emed to have had since the date of the order the means to pay the sum 
in respect of which he has made default, and to have refused or neglected 
to pay the same ; and the judge, if satisfied that the debtor has not had 
the means to pay the sum in respect of which he bas made default, may 
direct that the administration order shall be deemed to have been suspended 
durmg the period covered by the default, or make a new order for 
payment of the amount remaining due under the order by instalments. An 
order of commitment shall be in the form No. 9 in the Appendix. 

15.—(1.) Where an administration order has at any time heretofore 
been or shall hereafter be made, such order may at any time be set aside 
or rescinded by the judge in any of the following cases; namely, 

(l.) Where two or more of the instalments ordered to be paid are in 

arrear. 

(2.) Where the debtor has wilfully inserted in the list attached to his 
request the wrong name or address of any of his creditors, or has 
wilfully omitted therefrom the name of any creditor. 

(3.) Where the debtor subsequent to the date of the order has obtained 
credit to the extent of £2 or upwards without informing the creditor 
that he has an administration order. 

(4.) Where the order has been obtained by fraud or misrepresentation. 

(5.) Where a receiving order has since the date of the administration 
order been made against the debtor. 

(2.) An administration order may be set aside or rescinded under this 

em 

(1.) on the hearing of a judgment summons; or, 

(2.) on the application of any person entitled to take proceedings under 
Rule 13, in which case notice shall be given to the debtor, by post or 
otherwise, in the form No. 13 in the Appendix to attend at the court 
on a day to be named in the notice, and to shew cause why the order 
should not be set aside or rescinded ; but such notice need not be 
given when the application is made on the ground of a receiving order 
having been made against the debtor. 


16.—(1.) Where an administration order is set aside or rescinded under 
the last preceding rule, it shall be without prejudice to anything already 
already done or suffered under the order. 

(2.) Any money paid into the court under the order may be dealt with 
as if the order had not been set aside or rescinded. 

(3.) Notice that the order has been set aside or rescinded shall be sent 
by the registrar to the debtor and to every creditor named in the schedule, 
and to every other county court or inferior court, in which, to the know- 
ledge of the registrar, judgment had been obtained or proceedings were 
pending against the debtor at the time when the order wes made, in 
respect of any debts scheduled to the order. Such notice sha‘l be sent by 
post, and shall be in the form No. 15 in the Appendix. 

17, Where it appears that the debtor is unable to pay any instalment, 
by reason of illness or other unavoidable misfortune, the registrar may 
from time to time suspend the operation of the order until the next sitting 
of the court, and the judge may from time to time suspend the operation 
of the order for such time as he shall direct, or make a new order for 
payment by instalments. 

18. Where a debtor has filed a request for an administration order, and 

the judge has refused to make the order, or when an order has been 
rescinded, the debtor shall not be allowed to file another request in the 
same or any other court without first obtaining the leave of the judge of 
the court first mentioned. 
_ 19. When an order of commitment is made upon the hearing of any 
judgment summons, and the execution of the order is suspended for a 
specified time to enable the debtor to pay the amount in respect of the 
non-payment of which the order is made, the administration order shall be 
also suspended during that time. 

20. In calculating the amount in arrear under an administration order, 
any instalments accruing due during the period for which such order has 
been — shall not be reckoned in that amount. 

21 ms scheduled as creditors under sub-section 12 of section 122 


of the Act, before the administration order is superseded under sub-section 
13 of the Act, shall rank pari passu inter se, subject to the priority given by 
sub-section 12 to those creditors who are echeduled as having been creditors 
before the date of the administration order, but no = made to any 


such creditor by way of dividend or otherwise shall be disturbed by reason 
of any subsequent proof by avy other creditor under sub. section 12. 

22, All moneys paid or levied under an administration order shall be 
paid into court and appropriated in accordance with sub-section 8 of 
section 122 of the Act. 

23, After payment of costs, dividends shall from time to time be 
declared and distributed among the creditors entitled thoreto. 

24.—(1.) The registrar shall send notice to the plaintiff in the action 
when a sum suflicient to satiafy his costs has been paid into court, and 
when a dividend is declared he shall send notice to each creditor entitled 
to share therein. Such notices shall be sent by post, and shall be in the 
form No, 17 in the A dix. 

(2.) Such sum and Hividonds shall be paid to the persons entitled thereto 





in accordance with the County Court Rules as to payment out of court 

of money paid in under a judgment, the notice in the preceding 

paragraph mentioned being for the purpose of those rules considered as a 
laint-note. 

‘ 25. The istrar shall keep accounts of the money received and 
yments e under any administration order in such manner as may be 

ie time to time directed by the Treasury. 

26.—(1.) The registrar shall in the month of March in each year make 
out a list of all dividends and other sums payable under administration 
orders which have remained unclaimed for five years before the first day of 
January then last past, with the names of the parties entitled thereto ; and 
a copy of such list shall be posted in some icuous place in the court- 
house on the days when the court is sitting, and at al] times in the regis- 
trar’s office; and all such dividends and other sums which shall have 
remained unclaimed for six years on the first day of January next after 
such list isso put up as aforesaid shail be accounted for by the Registrar to 
the Treasury. The list to be made out and posted in the month of March, 
one thousand nine hundred and three shall include all such dividends and 
other sums as shall have remained unclaimed for five years or upwards 
before the first day of January, one thousand nine hundred three 
under any admini-tration orders made since the Act came into operation. 

(2.) Any person claiming to be entitled to any such dividend or 
other sum after the same has been accounted for to the Treasury may 
apply to the judge to order the same to be paid to him; and the judge, 
if satisfied that the prson claiming is entitled, may make an order 
accordingly ; and thereupon the registrar ged the sum so ordered to 
be paid out of any money in his hands, shall be allowed by the 
Treasury, at his audit, the amount so paid. : , 

27. Where a debtor against whom an administration order has been 
made changes his address, he shall at once give notice to the registrar of 
his new ate. s sae : 

28. The forms in the Appendix hereto, with such variations as circum- 
stances may require, shall be used for the purposes of these Rules and of 
section 122 of the Act. Re 

28. In the construction of these Rules, unless there is anything in the 
subject or context repugnant thereto, words shall have the same meaning 
as in the County Courts Act, 1888, and tne Rules and Urders made 


thereunder. 
PA, Hatssvry, OC. 


concur, 
(Signed) G. W. Barrovr, 
President of the Board of Trade. 
The 10th day of July, 1902. 


[There is a lengthy Appendix of Forms. } 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE, 
Lone Vacation, 1902. 
Notice. 

During the vacation until further notice, all applications “‘ which may 
require to be immediately or promptly heard,”” are to be made to the 
judges who for the time being act as vacation judges. = 

Court Bustness.—Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady, one of the vacation judges, 
will, until further notice, sit in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court, Royal 
Courts of Justice, at 10 45 am. on Wednesday in every week, commencing 
on Wednesday, the 20th of August, for the purpose of hearing such 
applications of the above nature as, to the practice in the 
Chancery Division, are usually heard in court. 

No case will be placed in the judge’s paper unless leave has been 

viously obtained, or a certificate of counsel that the case requires to be 
mmediately or promptly heard, and stating concisely the reasons, is left 
with the ; ; 

The hm tem papers, relating to every application made to the vacation 
judges (see notice below as to Judge’s Papers), are to be left to the cause 
clerk in attendance, Chancery trars’ Office, Room 136, Royal Courts 
of Justice, before 1 o'clock on the ge | — to the day on which 
the application is mtended to be made. the cause clerk is not in 
attendance they may be left at Room 136, under cover, addressed to him, 
and marked outside Chancery Vacation Papers, or they may be sent by 
post, but in either case so as to be received by the time aforesaid. 

Uncant Marrers wasn JupGE NoT vera Rag Fy RT OR nae afm 
Application may be made in any case of urgency to the personally ( 
po seer or by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by the viet of counsel, 
office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, and also by a 
minute, on a separate sheet of pace, Canet by counsel, of the order he 
may consider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently 
stamped, capable of receiving 4 rs, addressed as follows : “ Chancery 
Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Ofice, 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.0."" 

Un applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

wie mealies FAT mn Tg by any os eb ey ope —— 

The address of the e for the time being acting as vacation judge 
can be obtained on ap) tion at Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice 

Onancery Cxannen Bustvass.—The chambers of Justices Kekewioh and 
Joyce will be o for vacation business on Tuesday, Wednesday, 
Thursday, and ay in every week, from 10 to 2 o'clock, 

Kino's Baxcn Cuannen Buainess.—Mr, Justice Swinfen Eady will, 
until further notice, sit for the disposal of King’s Bench business im 
ee chambers on Tuesday and Thureday ia every week, commencing 
on , the Lith of August. 

Pronare any Divonce.—Summonses will be hoard by the registra, 
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at the Principal Probate Registry, Somerset House, every day during the 
vacation at 11.30 Motions will be heard by the registrar on Wednesdays. 
the 13th and 27th of August, the 10th and 24th of September, and the 8th of 
October, at 12.30. In matters that cannot be dealt with by a registrar, 
—— may be made to the vacation judge by motion or summons, 

es nisi will be made absolute by the vacation judge on Wednesdays, 
the 20th of August, the 10th of September, and the Ist and 15th of 
October. 

A summons (whether before judge or registrar) must be entered at the 
registry, and case and papers for motion (whetber before judge or registrar), 
and papers for making decrees absolute must be filed at the registry before 
2 o’clock on the preceding Friday. 

Jcpex’s Pargrs ror Use 1x Court.—Chancery Division.— The following 
papers for the vacation judge, are required to be left with the cause clerk 
in attendance at the Chancery Registrar’s Office, Room 136, Royal Courts 
of Justice, on or before 1 o’clock, on the Monday previous to the day on 
which the application to the judge is intended to be made : 

1. Counsel’s certificate of urgency, or note of special leave granted by 
the judge. 

2. Two copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if,any), and any other 
documents shewing the nature of the application. 

3. Two copies of notice of motion. 

4. Office copy affidavits in support, and also affidavits in answer (if 


auy). 
N.B.—Solicitors are requested, when the application has been disposed 


of, to apply at once to the judge’s clerk in court for the return of their 
papers. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
ELECTION OF COUNCIL. 


The adjourned annual general meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society was held on Wednerday at the Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 
for the purpose of receiving the report of the scrutineers with regard to 
the election to the council of fourteen members rendered necessary by 
the retirement of ten members by rotation, the resignation of Mr. Joseph 
Addison, Mr Henry Manisty, and Mr. John Hunter, and the death of 
Mr. Frank Rowley Parker. 

Mr. Richarp Pexnrxcton, who presided in the absence of the president 
and vice-president, said the only business before the meeting was to 
receive the report of the scrutineers with reference to the election. 

Mr. W. J. Fraser (chairman of thescrutineers) accordingly read the 
report as follows: ‘‘ We, the undersigned, the ecrutineers duly appointed 
at the general meeting of the society, held the 18th of July, 1902, to receive 
and examine the voting papers, and to certify the result of the election of 
candidates for the council, report as follows: The secretary handed to us, 
on Tuesday, the 5th of August, a box containing the voting papers, which 
he informed us had been placed in it as they were delivered, and they were 
opened and exsmined by us. The first echedule hereto annexed contains 
a statement of the total number of voting papers received and the number 
of papers rejected, with the grounds of rejection. The second schedule 
concains a statement of the total number of votes given in favour of each 
candidate. The third schedule contains the names of those candidates 
whom we find snd certify to be duly elected. The voting papers have been 
clored up under our seal. 

The first schedule referred to in the annexed report. Voting papers 
received, rejected, &c. The number of voting papers received was 2,675, 
of which there were : 


(a) Received after the prescribed date jon 
(4) Unsigned ... ove eee eco oo! 
(c) No name struck out ets aa -— * 


39 
The second schedule referred to in the annexed report. Votes in favour 
of each candidate :— 


Total Votes 
E. J. Bristow dog iin Za 
H. Clifton ... ie --» 1,345 
R. Cunliffe Ewes as coe ©2, 244 
W. E. Gillett nae eos ©62,212 
W. Godden ade re a Sa 
H. J. Jobneon ... oa: ono Sure 
W. G. King oe es ooo ©6266 
H. W. Lee... esti re oe S500 
BR. Pennington ... iis ooo ©62,250 
C. L. Samson ie aba .-- 2,063 
C. Stewart... mes oe ... 2,268 
W. Trower on ime ... 2,078 
W. M. Walters ... ks Pome 
W. H. Winterbotham ... os St 
P. Witham “ae 2,116 


The third schedule referred to in the annexed report. 
candidates duly elected :— 


Names of 


Total Votes, 
FL OW. Lee see ade oe 2,280 
H. J. Johnson .. ibe ooo 2,209 
W. M. Walters ... pa ae. 
W. HE. Winterbothan ... owe St 
W. Godden whe Pon oe 2,260 
C. Stewart Kop ood . 2,268 
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Total Votes. 
R. Pennington ... oo 6=— oe BRD 
E. J. Bristow... i coe ©6922, 255 
R. Cunliffe rae ae w. 2,244 
W. E. Gillett... a oo ES 
W. G. King .... os we 62,158 
P. Witham os pe «- 2,116 
W. Trower * oo .. 2,078 
GC; Ei eee... owe 2,063 


W. J. Fraser, Chairman. 
Leste Hunter. 
Norman M. Srncrarr. 
W. M.-Woopnovse. 

5th August, 1902.” J. O. Ineus. 


The Cuarrman said that all that remained was to offer the scrutineers 
their best thanks. He moved ‘‘That the best thanks of the society be 
given to the ecrutineers for the trouble they have taken in connection with 
the election to the Council 1902.’’ 

Mr. WinrernoTHam seconded the motion, which was agreed to, and the 
proceedings terminated. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY. 


The death is announced of His Honour Judge Frencu, the judge of the 
county courts of Bow and Shoreditch He was educated at the Jesuit 
College at Tournai, in Belgium, was called to the bar in 1872, and joined 
the Northern Circuit. In 1885 he was created a Queen’s Counsel. He 
was appointed a county court judge in 1893, his first circuit being the 
Leicester circuit, from which he was transferred to the Bow and Shore- 
ditch circuit. He was a sound lawyer and a man of great common sense 
and humour. As a judge, although perhaps too hasty in decision, he 
distinguished himself by diligent attention to his work. He would remain, 
says the Daily Mail, ‘‘ for hours upon the bench without food in order that 
cases might be finished and poor litigants saved the expense of adjournment. 
He often used to say that no man without a sense of humour could have 
borne the pathos of the sordidness of life and the absolute lack of 
character which were exhibited in his courts. ‘The litigants he loved least 
were those who thought he was easily to be deceived by lying. He wasa 
master hand at telling which side was lying the least.’’ 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Atrrep Dovstz, C.C. (solicitor), of 92 and 93, Fore-street, Oripple- 
gate, E.C., and 213, Hoe-street, Walthamstow, has been appointed a 
perpetual Commissioner. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLuTions. 


Francis Joun Gamiin and Henry Percivan Wits, Solicitors 
(Gamlin & Williams), Rhyl. The undersigned, Francis John Gamlin, 
will henceforth practise on his own account, at No. 4, Clwyd-street, Rhyl, 
and the undersigned, Henry Percival Williams, will henceforth practise on 
his own account at No. 34, Water-street, Rhyl. August 1. 

(Gazette, August 5. 


GENERAL. 


At a special meeting of the Derbyshire county magistrates on the lst 
inst., the resignation of Mr. Tonman Mosley as Chairman of Quarter 
Sessions was received with regret. Mr. Samuel Leake, who has for some 
time past acted as Second Chairman, was unanimously appointed to 
succeed Mr. Mosley. 

A telegram from Pretoria says that Advocate Smuts, the ex-State 
Attorney of the Transvaal, Advocate Jacobsz, and Advocate De Wet, all of 
whom were attached to the staff of the late Boer Government in the field, 





have been admitted to practice in the Supreme Court. Mr. Smuts has 
| already pleaded a case there. 


On Monday, in the House of Commons, Mr. Weir asked the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he would state the fees and allowances additional to 
salary of the Attorney-General and Solicitor-General respectively for the 
year 1901-2. Mr. Austen Ohamberlain said the fees are, approximately, 
| £5,500 to the Attorney-General and £4,350 to the Solicitor-General, but 

the correctness of these figures has not yet been certified by the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General, 


The Lord Chief Justice was announced to sit in court on Wednesday, 
| but in consequence of the serious illness of his son, the Hon. Arthur 
| Webster, who is suffering from a tis, he had to leave London early 
on Wednesday morning for the Isle of Wight in order to join him there. 
The patient underwent a successful opera on Tuesday evening, and 4 
telegram received at the Law Courts on Wednesday afternoon from the 

| Lord Chief Justice stated that his son was going on as well as could be 
ex 

A curious scene took place, says the Albany Law Journal, in a court at 

Emporis, Kansas, one day last week, when a convicted murderer, who had 
been sentenced to five years in the penitentiary, delivered an address of 
| thanks as follows: ‘‘I am entirely satisfied with the verdict and the 
| sentence, and I ee mT te tS in ten would have been #0 
lenient with me. I desire to thank « paw | the court fcr ite just and 
courteous manner of conducting this trial, I hope that the blessing of 
God will remain with you all.’ 





il 


eers 
’ be 
with 


the 


tors 
lin, 
hyl, 
2 on 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 46.] 705 











Aug. 9, 1902. 
———————————————— 


In an after-dinner speech at a banquet in New York the other day, 
the Albany Law Journal, a well-known lawyer related this story of e ‘Tete 
Recorder Smyth, who was for so long a time a terror to the evildoers of the 
metropolis: A young man came before him upon a grave charge and was 
accompanied by a lawyer in whose judgment the recorder had Prittle con - 
fidence. The moment the accused was called upon to plead he jumped up 
hastily and said: ‘‘ Guilty, your honour.”” The recorder knew he had a 
fair Ace and, calling him close to the bar, said to him in a friendly 
manner : “« Now, te tell me who told you to plead | ilty.”’ ‘ Me lawyer, 
your honour.” . ‘* Why did he tell you that?” use he said if me 
case ever came up tee that old hatchet face with the big nose I’d be 
sent up for life sure, and the best [ could do was to fall on the mercy of 
the court.” Judge Smyth entered a plea of “‘not guilty,” ordered the 
case to be heard, and at its conclusion the young man was discharged: 

The Times says that the statement of affairs of Messrs. R. H. Milward 
& Co., solicitors, Waterloo-street, Birmingham, and London, was filed at 
the Board of Trade offices, Birmingham, on Tuesday. The gross 
liabilities are stated at £108,170, and the amount expected to rank for 
dividend is £91,653. The assets are set down at £64,590, leaving a 
deficiency of £27,063. The unsecured creditors amount to £73,551 ; 
creditors fully secured, £5,927; estimated value of securities, £9,427, 
leaving a surplus to fully secured creditors of £3 ,500. Partly secured 
creditors are represented by the sum of £28,302, lees estimated value of 
securities £10,200, leaving a deficiency of £18, 102. The assets include 
cash at bankers, "2 lls. 11d.; cash in hend, £162 2s, 9d. ; furniture 
£500; life policies, £200; shares and fourth debentures in companies, 
£139 2s. ; ; contingent interest in various undertakings, £44,006 14s, 8d. ; 
bad and doubtful debts, £48,494, estimated to produce £151 13s. 4d. ; 
surplus from securities in hands of creditors fully secured, £3,500. 

At Cherbourg, on the 31st ult., says the Paris correspondent of the Daily 
Mail, a case which is without precedent in judicial annals was debated 
before the local tribunal. It had its origin in the last parliamentary 
election. One of the candidates before the electors was M. Mahieu, son 
of a former mayor of Cherbourg, and in his political programme he 
advocated the abolition of solictiors and the reimbursement of their fees. 
The day after the oe ag of M. Mahieu’s address the solicitors of 
tn met and decided to boycott all the barristers and architects on 
the committee of the objectionable candidate and any newspaper which 
published his address. The public prosecutor was informed of this 
decision, and he in turn reported the matter to the Minister of Justice. 
Evidence was taken, and the solicitors were invited to furnish an explana- 
tion of their conduct. This they did, and the voluminous dossier was 
trausmitted to the present Minister of Justice, who, after examination, 
decided that the ection of the solicitors was irregular, and ordered them 
to come up for trial. The trial is not yet concluded. 


A Cincinnati journal says that in a recent case in which it was alleged 
that a horse had been stolen from a field, the evidence pointed to a 
certain doubtful character of the neighbourhood as the culprit. The 
defendant’s lawyer cross-examined a farmer whose testimony was particu- 
larly damaging. ‘* You say,’’ the lawyer asked, “that you can swear to 
having seen this man drive a horse past your farm on the day in ques- 
tin ?’? ‘I can,” replied the witness, wearily, for he had already 
answered the question a dozen times. ‘‘ What time was this?” ‘‘I told 
you it was about the middle of the forenoon.’’ “ But I don’t want any 
‘abouts’ or ‘ middles.’ I want you to tell the jury exactly the time.” 
“ Why,” said the farmer, ‘‘ I don’t always carry a gold watch with me when 
I’m digging potatoes.’’ ‘* But you have a clock in the house, haven’t you?’’ 
“Yes.” ‘* Well, what time was it by that?’’ ‘' Why, by that clock it 
was just 19 minutes past 10.” ‘* You were in the field all the morning ?”’ 
went on the lawyer, smiling suggestively. ‘I was,’ ‘* How far from 
the house is this field ?”” ‘‘about half a mile.” ‘‘ You swear, do you, 
that by that clock in your house it was just 19 minutes past 10?” “I 
do.” The lawyer paused and looked triumphantly at the jury. At last 
he had entrapped the witness into a contradictory statement that would 
greatly weaken his evidence. The farmer leisurely picked up his hat and 
8 to leave the witness-stand. Then, turning slowly, he added: “I 
ought, perhaps, to say that too much reliance should not be placed on 
that clock, as it got om of gear about six months ago, and it has been 19 
minutes past 10 ever since.’’ 





Warnine to Intenpine Hovss Purcuassrs AND Lxssess.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Oo. (H. 
Oarter, C.E., Manager), 65, Weitestp-clant, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tele, ms: Sanitation, London. 316 West- 


Telephone : 
minster.—[Apvr. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rora ov Regisrsans 1x Arrenpanos on 
Date Emenoency ArpraL Goows Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
“ Rora, No, 2. Kexewica, Byayn, 
Monday, August... wi Mr. Godfre Mr. Geeringten Mr. Jackson Mr. Church 
Tuesday _ sie iaieiad R. took Pemberton Greswell 
Date. Mr, Justice - Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Fawr, Bucxuxy, Joyox, Swinren Eavy, 
weet Be, R. Leach Mr, King Sen Mr, Farmer 
Godfrey Farmer W. Leach King 
The Long alee w m commence on Wednesday, the 13th of August, and terminate 
on Thursday, the 28rd of October, 1902, both days inclusive. 


Monday, August .. 
T 4 ug 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALE OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


es a — ty nen wg} & Co., eas: A One Seventy coment Ges 
City we, pootueen annum, with prospects of consider- 
able increase. So Eldridges, London. § (See advertisement, 


‘Aug. 2 p. 4. 
S96) RESULT OF SALE. 


Messrs, H. E, Fostex & Crayrizup held their usual Fortnightly P. 
Reversion, Life Policies, &c,, at the _ Leanne ee | E.C., on Thursday last, when 
a total of £17.45¢ was realised. The following were some of the Lots sold :— 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS: £ 
32 SA AOR, seasons oh Ro Cees o her ease «. Bold 700 
To one-eighth of Trust Estate of the estimated value of 

poi -f 108. Aa, receivable on the decease of a gentleman; one 


To £104 oat 18s. yeceivable on the decease of « lady ; aged 77 7,000 
POLI Cres OF ASSUR 
For sums amounting wy £1,000 in the Economic Assurance Society 
on life of a gentleman, aged 62... pie 710 
For £500 in the National Provident Institution, on the samelife |. 405 
For nag in _ Scottish Provident Institution, on life of a —_ 


SHARES and DEBENTUGE ini. Salaman & Co., ‘Limited %, 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Farivay, Aug 1. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loorep 1x CHANCERY. 

Auiison, Jonxson & Foster, Lucreo—Peta for winding 
to be heard at the Town Hall, upon Hull” pA 15 Holden & Co, Trinity 
House In. solors to the petaers. otice of appearing m must reach the above-named 

not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 34 

Hap.eieu Leien anv District (Bien Lever) Ramway Sg Sy ey are 
required, on or before September 15, to their names end addresses, with par- 
ticulnra lars of :their debts or claims to Percival Alfred Clapham, 15, Devonshire eq, 


eo Gas Licutr: Co, Lourep =. Votustragy Ligu memgen Page are 
uired, on or before Aug 31, to send their names an’ particulars 
of of their debts or claims, to Junius L, Cope, 3, Wilson st, Drury la Bennett, Coleman 
st, eolor 
Kane Piranytine anp Estate Synxpicate, gery are required, on or before 
Sept 16. to send their names and addresses, and th e particulars of their debts or 
claums, to James Ferrier Anderson, 16, Philpot 
Mipitayp ayp Lixcotnsuire Mvurosoorr Co, a 1 required, on or 
before Sept 8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Gordon Sackett 
New ee | Troy Launpry Co, Sanne oe or before 
t 13, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their Sto ox chainnn, 
to J. Livesey, 41, Fiasbury pavement 
Tartorine Association, Limrtep, Newcastle on Tyne—Creditors are required, om or 
pn medey bad 12, to send their names cnt clive, Gah the puathediens of Uhals G0bts OF 
claims, to Henzy Hoggett, 16, Wharncliffe st, Newcastle on Tyne 
County Patating or LancasrEs. 
Luurep ix CHancery. 
ore Iurgniat Rupses Co, Liarrep—Petn that the 


Manchester, at 1030. Banks 
appearing must reach the above-named not than 6 o'clock of the 
Aug 10 

Woopiry Co, Lunrep—Petn thet the Scheme of Arrangement may be sanctioned, pre- 
— July’ » aoe to yt — o fos 8 ll, at the Assize OE neper Panenn ener 
10 Banks & Co, Lune Preston, or petners. appearing must 
reach the above-named not later my ee By UR pe 

London Gaszette.—Tuxsvay, Aug 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep mm Caanosey. 

A.sion Boox Ciotu ano Tracixe Crorn Co, ma TE ee are required, on or 
before Aug 30, to send ic their names and 
or claims, t to John wallow, Royal Oak een , Manchester 

ALLISON, ee & Fosrsx, Liurrep—Peta for winding up, preseated July 29, directed 
Dunkerl a Se oes Doe, ea ee sacs. Wolion ol eggeasing mst 

erly, 7 for petner. sopuaing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the ‘a chuocace ef ane ot 

Ava.o-Swapisn Co, Liarrep—OCreditors are —— on or before Sept 13, to send their 
names and addresses, and the their debts or claims, to John Edward 

, 8, New st, Bishopagate st, Jackson & Co, Se, Baca, octane Sar Reuitates 


Ly many Sh - Ps 
be heard Aug 20. —- Ths Oater Temple, Gurtea “hee Gesale Stes 
Burnley, sol de — lotace of A, Fy -y L174 


than 6 o‘clock in the sfarnon of Aug 1 
Parents, Linirsp—Oreditors on or before Sept 3, to send their names and 
— and the particulars of their debts or claims, to arthur Whittaker, 100, King 
Partison & Gran, wen be = for winding up, ted J Sl, directed to be heard 

before the Vacation Judge on Aug 20. ‘Cements & Om 1, Re st, solors far 
of must reach ae chpenaiiaad tablaie Gee dae 


ug 1 
Burvon AND ees ausy Rartway Co—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 2), to 
sead their names and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Duacan 
pm Let yy 5 Swithia’s ln 
“Tus Grosvenon Cius,” Liverroon, Liwr po ania are oo oa or before Sept 


to send their names aad addresses, and the particulars of their er claims, to 
Rebext John Berry, 21, Dale st, Liverpool 


eriodical Sale of 


759 








ip, presented July 10, directed 


Radciitfe, 
NATIoNnaL avai ARDIAN Assunance Co, Liurrsp—Peta 
directed to 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cuam, 
London Gazette. —Frivay, Aug, 1. 
Snsre, 6 -F Af me 5 HORS Eaher, SS ee Sandown Park, Ltd, » Busher, 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
Last Day or Cram, 
London Gaaette.—Fuipay, July 35. 
Ausanr, Wictiam Cuasiss, Longton, ar Preston, Beorsaller Aug 31 Giarke & Oo, 





the particalars ot their debts - 
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ee Mary Euity Grecory, Ashby dela Zouch Aug 31 Smith & Co, Ashby de la 


Amps, Rev Epwanrp, Carlton, Cambridge Aug 25 Holben, Cambridge 

ARCHER, Kuss, Barton under Needwool, Staffs Aug 15 Taylor & Wheatcroft, Burton 
on 

Aacuer, Hyia, Walsall SeptS Evans, Walsall 

Baier, Mary Lyoia, Liverpool Aug 3) Whitley & Co, Liverpool 

Bay, Tuomas, Thorne, Yorks, Farmar Auzg2) Kenyon & Son, Thorne 

Brownett, Atraep, Cardiff SeptS Jones, Cardiff 

Catvert, Jviia Avice, Bamford, Derby Sept2 Kesteven. Sheffield 

Crason, Mary Jane, Dover Sept2 Lewis & Pain, Dover 

Ca, Seem, Stourbridge, L‘censed Victualler Aug 12 Hooper & Fairbairn, 

y 


Cooke, Epxa Grace, Eastbourne Aug 23 Lee & Pembertons, Liocoln’s inn fields 

Craic, Acxyes, Oxton, Chester Augi0 Gamon & Co, Chester 

Darton, Ricnarp Hargisoy, Billericay, Eisex Augil Broadbent & Heelis, Bolton 

De Cerro, Lovis Cartes Avaustus Appiax, Norwood Aug 81 Walker & OC), 
Theobald’s id, Gray’s inn 


Ruane. Jous, Laurence Pountvey hill Aug 30 Flegg & Son, Laurence Pountnsy 
Doutiisc, Rev Rossrt Wittiam Ravciyrrz, Poplar Sept 17 Bolton & Co, Temple 
gdns, Temple 


Doveuas, Mary Juia, Crawley Aug 23 ‘wozer & Co, Teignmouth 

Donsren, Maniax, Clapham Common Aug3i Collins & Cook, Edgware rd 

Easson, Evtex Cnarcorre, Stoke Poges, Bucks Sept 8 Chapman & Co, Henrietta st, 
Cavendish sq 

East, Grorce Freveriox, Ashton upon Mersey Sept1 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 

Exu1s, Faitu, Burton Pedwardine, Lincs, Farmer Aug4 Godson, Sleaford, Liacs 

Ferns, Axprew, Blackpool, Manufazturing Chemist Sept5 Sutton & Co, Manchester 

a, * aa Roveats, Titchfield, Hants, Brewer Sept 8 Fielder & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Francis, Eowarp, Mile End rd, Printer Aug 23 Ashbridge, Whitechapal rd 

Frenca, Hesny, Coventry Aug 25 Minster, Coventry 

Guraete, Jane Parker, Penarth,Glam Aug9 Macintosh & Co, Cardiff 

Gurnee, Jonx, Penarth, Glam, Ship Owner Aug9 Macintosh & Co, Cardiff 

Hascock, James, Sheffield Aug 25 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Hans, Anmanp Prosper Josern, Woolford, Essex Sept1 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 

scocse ~~ "~pmees and Saran Haycrorr, Thornton Heath Sept 15 Ormerod, 
y 


Hizatt, Water Bryvon, Ealing, Grocer Sep$25 Bond, Golden eq 
Hit, Rev Gzonce BeyJamis, Oxford Sept6 Galpin, Oxford 
Hvupsos, Isaac, Tetlord, Lincs, Yeoman Aug 31 Allisons & Allisons, Louth, Lincs 
ne aaa Loftus, Cleveland, Yorks Aug 28 Jackson & Jackson, Midiles- 
ug 
Jones, James Ricnarp, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer Sept 29 Tatham & Co, Queen 
Victoria st 


Juss, Socees, Deepear, nr Sheffield Sept 1 Dransfield & Hodgkinson, Penistone, or 
effie 
Lexa, Sie Wrtt1am Curistorien, Broomhall Park, Sheffizld, Journalist Sept6 Bramley 
& Bon, Sheftield 


Maces, Fasny Mania, West Hampstead Aug 25 Stevens & Maher, King st, Cheapside 

Matz, Huon, Henley on Thames Sept 1 Williamson & Co, King William st 

Maitcanp, Joanna Parenson, South Kensington Sept 4 Hunter & Haynes, New eq 
Lincoln’s ina 


Miiet, Axx, Torquay Aug 20 Kitsons & Co, Torquay 

Mipp.eTox, Jaungs, Crick, Northampton, Farmer Aug 23 Dootson, Leigh 

Mitiea, Euma, Upper Norwood Aug 11 Miller & Co, Telegraph st 

Mvuuiss, Bovent Forster, DIL,LLD, Blackpool, Barrister at Law Aug 30 Kelly, 
Liverpool 


Mv tzexay, Joux Frances, Forest Gate, Accountant Sep 29 Irwin, Merton, Surrey 

Newrsctos, Axx, Brighton Aug 30 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 

Oxzp, yg Mitten, MD, Andover, Southampton Sept 1 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn 
8 


Paxemax, Estuze Axs, Hastings Aug 3) Soames & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Paitiimone, Cuances Eps, Streatham Hill Oct 30 Tubbs, Alderszate st 

Rytaxo, Gzorce Tuomas, Erompton, Dentist Aug 30 Ashton & Son, Sackville st, 
Piccadilly 

Buagp, Axx Mason, Leake, Lincs Sept 1 Millington & Simpson, Boston 

Suepiey, Nascy Werexs Mazspex, Bournemouth Sept 1 Trevanion & Co, Bourne- 


Sornren, Saran Extes, Hoole, nr Chestsr Aug 23 North & Co, Liverpool 
Govensssy Tuomas, Bishops Froome, Hereford, Farmer Sept 1 Smith, Ledbury, Here- 


Sovrnovsz, Rev Grorcx Werexrorp, Hythe, Southam 
Tweedie, Lincoln’sinn fields — See SP en 


Srasiey, Estuze, Shepherd’s Bash Aug 30 Tatham & Co, Qu2en Victoria at 

Srexr, Cuantes, Walton on Thames, Coachman Sept 1 Webb, Walton on Thames 

Surcurrs, Jaues, Burnley, Hotel Proprietor Aug9 Garnett & Jackson, Bumley 

Tuomas, Joux, Moreb, nr Liandilo, Carmarthen, Builder Sept 1 Bishop, Llandilo 

Vacentine, Janes, South Hackney Sep:4 Dunkerton & Son, Bedford row 

Wats, James, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler Aug 30 Worth & Worth, Rochdale 

Waxers, Evwix Cavzs, Brockley Aug 20 Shalless, Greenwich 

Weer, Stzruzs, Croydon, Meat Salesman Sept 20 Marshall & Liddle, Croydon 

Wer.axp, Jonx, Woodeaton, Oxford Aug 3) Barlow & Barlow, Fenchurch st 

Wii ame, Hexey Wittiam, Weston super Mare Sept1 Wilde & Co, College hill 
London Gazette.—Tussvay, July 23. 

Besixoros, Henax, Wakefield, Draper Aug? Cooke, Wakefield. 

Braker, Tuomas, Beacroft, nr Leeds Sept6 Jones & Co, Leeds 

Gotes, Bans Lypia, Chipping Norton, Oxford Sept 16 Wilkins & Toy, Chipping 


Bavce,Jous Muszoz, Australian ay Sept 11 Slaughter & May, Austinfciars 

Crank, Sanau, Bible Headingham, Essex Septi Harris & Co, Halstend 

Cowanp, Axx Auriss, Croydon Sept Shepheards & Walters, Finsbury circus 

vent nae Hexurur Banvncoxe, Durban Bept & Kimbers & Boatman, Lom- 


Crourtos, Pzrzx, Ashton in Makaticid, Lancs, Collier Auz 19 Grabam, Ashton in 
3 (aban, 





Daxrex, Matruew, St Ives, Cornwall, Jeweller Sept 1 Chellew, St Ives 

Davies, Saran Lioyp, Mold, Flint Sept1 Simon & Evans, Moli 

Day, Jou, Birmingham Sept8 Poiaton, Birmiogham 

Ence.u, Rey Micuarn Szymove, Swanley, Kent Sept 30 Cruttwells & Co, Frome 

Ex.iorr, Resecca, Brighton Sept 29 Rooks & Co, King st, Cheapside 

Fe.Lows, Henry Tuomas, Acocks Green, Worcester Oct 1 Saville, Birmingham 

Forster, CArnERtne Ann, Oxford Aug 3) Truffitt & Francis, Theobald’s rd, Gray’s ing 

GreENnwoop, Josera, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Woollen Manufacturer Aug 30 Godfrey 
& Co, Halifax 

Haut, Freperick, Harpenden Aug25 Tuckey, Harpenden 

Harrenr, James, Leominster Aug 23 Gosling, Leominster 

Hicaixsoruam, Aurrer, Birmingham, Beer Retailer Aug 30 Cottrell & Son, Bir 
miog' 

Hirts, Major General Sir Joux, KCB, RE, Pall Mall, Augi5 Gill & Pugh, Earl’s Cou 
rd, Hensington 


Hvurontnson, Matitpa Janz, Eastbourne Aug 21 Burton & Co, Surrey st, Victoris 
Embankment 

InpEermavue, Lovisa Mancaret, Tuffnell Park rd, Holloway Sept 8 Indermaur & Brows, 
Chancery In 


Jervrery, GapRret Francis, Leeds Sept 1 Clarke & Co, Leeds 
Kenyon, Ratru, Hurst, nr Ashton under Lyme, Farmer Aug 23 Richards & Hurst 
Ashton uader Lyne 
Kimpea.ey, Right Hon Joun, Earl of, KG, Wymondham, Norfolk Sept 9 Collyer. 
Bristow & Co, Bedford row 
tones, 7 Tuomas, Bolton, Tarpaulin Manufacturer Sept 1 Fielding & Fernihough, 
ton 


Mocxert, Kare, St Peter’s, Isle of Thanet Sep: 1 Burrows & Weigall, Margate 

Musson, Witt14M, Colchester, Pork Butcher Aug 23 Wittey & Denton, Colchester 

Onc.ey, Freperick Starrogp, Borough High st Aug 31 James & James, Hly pl, 
Holborn circus 

Price, Morcan Evan, Senghenydd, Glam, Chemist Sept1 Gilling & Goodfellow, Cardif 

Price, Sanau, Paris Aug 28 Sewell & Maughan, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Sueimproy, Witu1am, Cannon st, Merchant Sept1 Shrimpton, Leadenhall st 

Smita, Avice Anwa,Bath Sept1 Trower & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Srencen, Mazsrua, Wigan Aug23 Jackson, Wigan 

Tearz, Cuanves, Erdiegton Aug 30 Anseld & Ashford, Birmingham 

Tromson, ALEXANDER, Skircoat, Halifax Aug 80 Farrar, Halifax 

Warp.aw, Jous, Dover st, Piccadilly Sept 1 Arnold & Henry White, Gt Marlborough st 

Wixcoox, James, Carrington, Nottingham Sept1 Mott, Nottingham 

Wittraus, Owen, Upper,Bangor Aug 25 Mason & Oo, Liverpool 

Wits, Heyry, Shoreditch Sept 2 James & James, Ely pl, Holbora circus 

Woop, Epuuxp, Ashton under Lyne July 30 Hervey & Sons, Hyde 

Wort, James Repron, Birmingham, Commercial Traveller Sept1é Tauner, Birmingham 

London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug 1. 

A.isor, Epwagp, Gt Barr, Staffs Sept1S Stanley & Jackson, Walsall 

Bawme, Joszpu, Bradford, Woolbuyer Aug 20 Westwood, Braiford 

Beaziey, Mary, Holloway rd Aug20 Shearman & Rayner, Bream’s bldgs, Chancery ln 

Bristo., Witx14M, Stourbridge, Farmer Sept30 Llewellyn & Son, Tunstall 

Brows, Tomas, Marham Hall, Norfolk, Farmer Aug20 Taylor & Son, Norwich 

Burtox, James, Brussels Sept8 Williams, Laurence Pountney hill 

Buckie, WitLiaAM, Upper Holloway, Laundryman Aug 31 Maskell & Nisbet, Johna, 
Bedford row 

Butt, Jaye, Chesterfield Sept 30 Gratton, Chesterfield 

Caryacu, ALEXANDER SrEwazt, Thornaby on Tees Aug 25 Langley, Stockton on Tess 

Cuaprett, Tuomas Patzy, New Bond st, Music Publisher Sept 29 Wilkinson & Co, 


Bedford st, Covent Garden 
Caarcroy, Sanau, Burdett rd, Limehouse Aug 31 Snow & Co, Gt St Thomas Apostle, 
Queen si 


Crowragr, Haney, Huddersfield, Horse Dealer Aug 18 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 

CrowTHEn, Many Ayn, Hove Edge, nr Halifax Aug 20 Dey, Halifax 

DawieL, Jaxz, Wandsworth Common Sept 1 Powell & Rogers, Essex st, Strand 

Ducxert, Sir Gsorcz Froyp, Yatton, Somerset Sept15 Page & Thompson, Bristol 

Ganpy, Joux, St Helens, Carpenter Sept25 Riley, St Helens 

Hanris, Avzam, Stroud Grean Sept 1 Raphael & Co, Moorgate st 

Hotrorp, Sanag, Edgeley, Stockport Sept5 Drinkwater & Co, Hyde 

Hypg, Axx Mania Bxizazetu, Bournemouth Sept15 Duffield & Co, New Broad st 

Jackson, Gzorncz, Greenodd, Lancs Sept 13 Butler & Sons, Dalton in Furness 

Kixe, Emma, Brompton Aug 80 Upton & Co, Austin Friars 

Law, Mary Avice, Hawkeshead, Lancs Aug 30 Preston, Blackburn 

Lowe, Mary Exizapern, Manchester Sept 15 Oobbett & Co, Manchester 

Mitixr, Taomas, Wood Piumpton, nr Preston Oct1 Ashcroft, Preston 

Patmex, Bua, Addiscombe Aug 30 Wortham & Co, Royston, Herts 

—— -" Gevaee, Tweedmouth, Northumberland, Innkeeper Aug 28 Douglass 
wic 

Persiz, Doveras, Bishopsgate st Sept1 Lowe & Co, Temple gdns 

Pim, Jonn Rosz Haut, Southsea SeptS Keen & Co, Knight Rider st 

Forres, » Josnra Wowmensiey, Huddersfleld, Firework Manufacturer Aug 20 Westwood, 

0 


Ricnanvsoy, Joux, Chesham, Bucks, Watercress Dealer Aug 15 Wallington, Cheapside 
Scorr, Joun Hanaison, Iver, Bucks Aug 38l Hurd, Essex st, Strand 

Suagp, Hangiet, Thornton, Bradford, Innkeeper Aug1lé6 Westwood, Bradford 
Simmonps, Henny Monrgis, Camberwell rd, Surgeon Aug 30 Drake & Co, Rood In 
Surru, Canoiine, Droitwich Sep; 5 Bearcroft, Droitwich . 

Sraonc, Bicuaup, North Finchley Sept 80 Edell & Gordon, King st, Cheapside 
Saaweet Masse Hexuizrta, Stoke Bishop, Bristol Sept 20 Strickland & Fletcher, 


Tuomas, Many Ann, Chesham, Bucks Augi15 Wallington, Cheapside 

Tomusson, Gzonce, Sheffield, Forgeman Sept 9 Rogers & Co, Sheffield 

Tuxsz, Janz, Rawmarsh, Yorks Sept 20 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 

Uvron, Rey Wiitiam Jupp, Hove Aug 31 Upperton & Bacon, Brighton 
Waanviaw, Joun, Dover st, Piccadilly Sept1 Arnold & White, Gt Marlborough st 
Wuusa, Gzonoz Patuen, Nevernsq Sept1 Gustavus & Son, Temple 

Witiiams, Bicaanp Wrxvaam, Oardiff, Solicitor Sept? Williams, Cardiff 
Woup, Eowaxup A.vgst, St Leonards on Bea Bept 13 Case & Roper, Maidstone 


‘ 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Buaxe.ty, Atpert Anruve, Birstall, Yorks, Quarry 
Labourer Dewsbury Pet July 29 Ord July 29 
Srismuas, Tuomas, Dur Store Proprietor 


ham, Drug 
Durham Pet Jul 80 Ord July 30 
Brown, JOSEPH, Handsworth, Jeweller Birmingham Pet 
July y 
Burek, be oe Poole Wheelwright Poole Pet 
July 28 Ord July 28 
CoLBOURNE, WILtiam, Ventnor, J ti W, Coach Builder 
Newport Pet July29 Ord J 
oom Wit.1an, Sheffield Bhetiead Pet July 28 Ord 
ut 
Duvet, Revsen, Newton Abbot, Devonsbire, Licensed 
waller Exeter Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
ay ‘oo. Lianarmon a -. Denbigh, Builder 
Wrexham Pet Ju'y28 Ord July 
Ferzr, Wittiam, Beverley, ou, Painter Kingaton 
Aull bet July 28° Ord Jul 
Gazner, ARTHUR. ee pw she SE Leicester 
Pet July30 Ord July 30 
om, ae, pete Caterer Brighton Pet July 29 
Hams.ey, Inomas, Leamington, Bookseller Warwick Pet 
July io Ord duty 29 Hull) Fruit Hawke 
Hasrison, James, Kingston upon ‘rui wker 
ston upon Hull ig 4 Ora J aly 29 
Hasgisoy, SamceL James,’ Chase ter, nr Walaa Fish- 
mong2r Walsall Deriastee 23 Ord Jul 
Hangison, W111 a 22 laston, Staffs, teow Walsall 
Pet Jaly 24 July 24 
How anp, ree, Wimbledon, Restaurateur High 
Court Pet July 28 Ord July 28 
Jounson, FreDERIOK Epwasgp, Cottingham, Yorks, Chemist 
Kuy ston upon Hull Pet July4 Ora July 39 
Kzgrixg, Joun Henry, iene st, Blackfriars Le Green- 
grocer Court Pet July i4 Ord July 30 
Kerre., GrorcE Tous, come, Solicitor Exeter Pet 
July 12 Ord July 25 
ame, ALBERT, Sheffield, Commission Agent Sheffield Pet 
July 29 Ord July 29 
Lawtoy, ELIzaBeTH, ~ <7 eee Glass Dealer Liverpo:l 
Pet July 29 Ord July 
LevenTHatL, Lovis, tpt nd Cabinet Maker Leeds Pet 
July 29 Ord July 29 
Lonesones, WILLIAM, Kingston — Hull 
upon Hull Pet July 11 Ord July 29 
Mebrross, DE MorRrTIMER, Geanesey lo, Solicitor High 
Court Pet June9 Ord July 
McMegcuay, Samven Fe ieher Broughton, Salfo:d 
Salford Pet Jul Ord J 
Mvaritr, ALFRED, cot Hatley, Bete Blacksmith Bed- 
ford Pet July 29 Ord July 29 
ease sToN, Vincent SPENCER, ates Jeweller 
Liverpool Pet July1i Ord July 
Rovrxs, Owen, Joun Rourke, a Tuomas Rove, 
La ret, Confectioners Manchester Pet July 15 
Rovrks, Wassen, Cloth Fair, Paper Stock Merchant 
fo os Prt —s oe July Cone all, Egg Deale 
LoMON, RicHARD, Cornwal r 
Tiuro Pet July 28 Sona July 28 
Srvar, WALTER ora aie Tames Some Cutter Leeds 
Pet July 26 Ord Jul: 
Tez, Wituiau cm, Beading, Hotel Proprietor Readiog 
Pet July 26 Ora J 
Toxez, Taomas Waren, be ba ton, Lancs, plea 
Merchant Manchester Pet July 28 Ord Jul 


Kingston 


Vos, Heaman WHILLEM, Tormes > i mene ant 
Liver, Pet July 21 Ord 

Weusu, Freperick, Bauthampton, coe Southampton 
Pet July1 Ord J 


—— [ fmm bag Painter Cardiff Pet July 24 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


ApPLEWHITE, Seostes, T noryton, Lincoln, Joiner Aug 14 
at 12 Off Silver st, Lincoln 

Arxivson, Wituran, Simba, Norwich, Licensed Vigtuallr 
Aug 8 at 12.30 Off Res, 8, Kiog st, Norwich 

Bowits, AnTHcrR Henry, pham Common, Drapers’ 
somes Aug 8 at 11,30 24, Railway app, London 

ridge 

Cotsounsg, Wittiam, Ventnor, I of W, Coach Builder 
Sept1at 11.30 Off Rec. 19, Quay st, See, = of W 

Corne.ivs, Henry Joun, Faversham Shi Aug 
8at10 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Covutruuast, FREDERICK Ouar.es, Derby, Architect Aug 
Satll Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


Crosstey, Mg Bhirebrook, Derby, Grocer Aug 11 at 
13 Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Bavar, y BEN, Newton 


Victualler Aug 14 at 10.30 Abbol Dev 18, tainnene 


ixeter 

Davies, Paice, Llanarmon yn Yale, Denb'gh, Builder 
Aug ll at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chest -r 

a, ee Moox.anp, Poole, Painter Aug 8 at 12.89 


at, bury 
Epwanrps, Henny, Skenfrith,Mon, Woodman Aug 8 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport. Mon 
FaRmer, Wusael Gronrcs, Ryde, I of W, Tailor Sept1 
atll Off 19, Quay st, Newport. Isle of Wight 
Paxees, garene puunp, 8t James st, Piccaiilly, Ketate 
12atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 


'HOMAS aig oe Aug 8atll Of 
Rec, Westgate chmbrs, e ~ 
GiLLBaNxs, Benvanin, Greeen nr Alverstone, 


Saddler 
Aug 8 at 11 Off Reo, 16, Cornwallis at, Barrow in 
mess 


Foner, Viv. 


Heap, Gaace, Richmond rd, Bayavater, Spinster Aug 12 
atil Bankru over, Frimbe y at 
—, oe ver Ruabon Aug llatll Off Rec, 


Senn nis Btittenham, Yorks, Farmer Aug 8 at 
whorough, Bcarporough - 


1190 74, Ne 


How anv, Braprizip, Wimbledon, Restaurateur Aug 13 
Bankruptcy st 


at ll 5 
Hype, James lip warp, Manufacturer Aug 
18 at 12.80 is arc, Belt i ones a 


Jay Joun, Marble er in Horses Aug 13 at 12 
B bldgs, Care: 
JOHNSON, TLLiam, East hit Tecoham, Dealer Aug 8 at 1 
8, King st, Ni 


Jones, Horace AtBert, Dartford, Tailor Aug 18 at 12 
115, st, Rochester 
Kemp, Curistorser, Hammersmith, Sietnate Aug 12 
a, Bd, 1 Bolicitor Aug 15 at 11 
EPP: EORGE THOMAS al 
13, Bedford circus. Exeter ~ 


Kyieat, re! James, Much Hadham, Herts, 
Aug 8 at 3 CF oe, SS Se eer 
Liewsii1yn, Pare WiLiian, | Builder Aug 11 


— AMUEL, Sun si. uw 
Aug l4at 12 Bank Bld, Carey st 
Pacuia Gestume10, and Francisca Verani, Porchester rd, 
Bayswater, Rest ys Keepers Augi3atil Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Payyz, WitiiAm, Burnh m, Somerset, Hous 
Aug S8atil Off Rec, 5: ” Hammet at. Taunton 
Penyiyeton, Vincent BPENCER. Liverpoo!, Jeweller April 
1Lat2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria 
Rispa.e, Joan, and Rosert Rispareg, Novtinmyion Shoe 
Manufacturers Aug 8 at 2.30 Of Rec, Bridge st, 


Northampton 

RoseErts, cau, Liaofrothen, Merioneth, Farmer Aug 8 
at12 Sportsman Hotel, Portmadoc 

Rourke, Wituiam, EK st, Cloth Fair, Paper Stock 
Merchant Aag 14 at 12 Baukru bldgs, Carey st 

Sea ey, Jouy, Eb>w Vale, Mon, Bui Aug8at3 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

—-" Ricmarp, Grampound, Cornwal!, Egg Dealer 

12at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

a. ATKINSON Leather Cut‘er Aug 8 

22, Park row, 

ogee. ‘aoe. Grange over Sands, Lancs, Con- 
tractor Aug 8 at 1130 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 
Brrrow in Furness 

Tizarp, Frepenick, Dorchester, Baker Aug 8 at 12.45 Off 
Kee, Endless s+, Salisbury 

Tcxaz, Tuomas WAtTox, Manchester, Shipping | Merchant 


Fru a 


Aug 8 at 2.30 gt ~ rom st, 
Vise W, Weymouth, B ailder Aug Sati Off Ree, End- 
less st Sa’is! 


WEsxks, GEORGE, ane eves Baker peer Ang Sat 12 
Oif Rec, 16, Corn Barrow ia Furness 


Wairs, oa. .— lam, Painter Aug 11 at 12 
117, 

Wuirs, qe ay: and James Barnes Parry, Craigy- 
don, Caraarvon. Grocers Aug 11 at 2 3) Crypt chmbrs, 
Exstgate row, Chester 

Wittams, Frank, ani Harry Caristuas Wittiams, Nor- 
wich, Clothiers Aug 8 at 115 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


ApEat ARTHUR, 
Pet J uly 29 
Rag | 


Yorks, Quarry 


BLAKELEY, as - 
uly 


Labourer Dewsbur 
Biyruman, THomas Store Proprietor 
Durham Pet July 30 Od 
Bure r- WILLIAM a, selwright Poole Pet 
July 28 Ord July 28 


Crarke, Ropert Frepericx, Broad st House, Solicitor 
H:gh Court Pet May 6 Ord gale 6 
Ona Witu1am, Sheffield Sheffi Pet July 28 Ord 


28 
a Wituam, Ventnor, I of W. a og A Builder 
New, Ryde Ord Jul 


y Lanka F 29 uly 29 
Davey, Revpex, Newton Abbot, Devon, Licensed 
Victualler Exeter Pet July 28 Ord 5 oa Bag 
Davies, Price, Lianarmon in - Denbigh, Builder 


Wrexham Pet July 28 Ord July 
De Parse, Cart Vicant Tye Senyera. rd, Earl's Cours 
High Court Pet June 17 Ora 
Dickson, Raynes Waits, Queen oria st, Solicitor 
High Cours pay mn Ord July 28 
aan, Baker West Bromwich 
Evxay, Davin. Baraers 


Piano Dealer High Court Pet 
June 2s O:d July 2% 
—~ oo Eowvx, 8 ND. .. pee 5 ogee” Estate 


gent ‘gh 
Fevi ny ee Beverley, Yor orks, P Painter Kiagsten upon 


Hull Pet July 23 
Nottlogham Nottingham Pet 


Ginss, Haroip 
June l0 Ord Jul 

Hull, a B Hawker 

29 Ord Ju! 


Haxrisox, James, 
Kiogeton upon Hull Pet J 

Hagagison, SAMUEL fame, Chase ter, nr Walsall, Fish- 
monger Walsall ae Ord July 26 

Harrison, Wituiam, ‘3, Draper Walsall 

July 24 Ord July 24 
—— » Gaaem, Bayswater High Court Pet ‘July 10 Ord 
uly 30 

we, Witiiam yn — Builder Kingston, 
Surey Pet Dec9 Ord J 

How .anp, pay ey Wimb Restaurateur High 
Court — Ord July 30 

—-: Tuowas, . Tailor Hanley Pet July 16 

Kemp, Lon £ Hammersmith, Schoolmaster High 
Court Pet ‘W4 Ord July 28 

abetted, Com Commission Agent Sheffield Pet 

La vem dy BS ” Souther. Glass Dealer Liverpool 
WTON, 1ZABETA, 
Pet Juiy 29 Ord July 29 

Leventuaty, Louis, Leeds, Cabinet Maker Leeds Pet 

Le July 29 wana S Holl Ei 
NGBONAS, sau ti upon ogston upon 
Bull Pet J Moet July wo 

Lov = Dever * bag Mt Ly Oroydon Pet May 22 


Mvsritt, ALrrep, East Blacksmith Bedford 
"Pet July se ae, a 


Durrity. Berte 
Pet Jaly 15 Ok Salo J 


DW. = 





Pr : BO, Regent Fook High Court Pet Mayi4 Ord 
mente Wastin, Kinghorn st, Cloth Fair, P. 
Merchant High Court Pet 3 28 wise 
Sait, James Ricnaap e Eod High Court 
Pet July10 Ord di 
Suito, Gzorce Henry, . Burton on Trent 
Pet July 22 Ord J ink oe 
es Sonera. Cora’ Dealer 
Pet J aH So he 
Spurr, Rey 
mow & Ora July’ 23 
Tez, W 


ILLIAM at | Reading, Hotel Proprietor Reading 
Pet July July 26 
Waitt Guaaces, Maesteg, Painter Cardiff Pet July 24 
Ord July 24 
Amended notice substituted for that 
the London Gaz:tte of July 


Gvi.prorp, THomas, Stroud, Cycle Agent Gloucester Pet 
July 22 Ord July 22 


ADJUDICATION a Ge 
Weeks, Horace, Longfellow rd, oy Bosngten, Pa 
com Corn Factor’ Rochester oe ronal ,* 4, 1902 
Saly 23, 1902 


SoLomoy, 


a in 


London Gazette, —-Tvrspay, Aug 5, 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Axcuer, Ricuarp, Oil Merchant Stockton on 
Tess Pet July 20 July oD 


Braysroox, Joux, Ringstead, Northampton, Coa! Mer- 
chant Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
mens Sana Epitu, and Evwerine Grace Dawsox, 
aa ne Proprietresses Lewes Pet July 31 
wy 


Douncay, tae CampBELL, Chancery In High Court Pet 
May5 Ord Augi 

Epuvusps, Txom eee, House Agent Cardiff Pet 
July 30 Ord July 

E..is, GEORGE, Dewsbury, Fruit Dealer Dewsbury Pet 
Aug i Ord Augl 

HAtuiwstt, aa Bolton, Builder Bolton Pet July 31 


Ord July 31 
Harris, Gzorce, Silsoe, Beds, Farmer Bedford Pet 


Augl Ord Augi 
Horxixs, Toomas, Merthyr sam, Haulier Merthyr 
T. Pet aug1 Ord. f Aug 
Hurtcuissox, Rosert Newron ‘Grindleford, Derb , Brewer's 
t Bheffied Pet July9 Ord duly a1 
Mansa, Jouy. Winchester, Stonemason Pet 
July 3t Ord Juls 31 


+ Mitygs, James my ; zit os Bradford, Wool 
Dealer Brad nde 


Procron WILLiaM — 
Repsett, Epwix Horacg, Corn Merchant 
Boch Pet July 


aL” Or Ons 

Riva, er | pa Coes 0 Pehlder Rochester Pet 
ugi 

7 oa eee om, Master Mariner Bangor 

Tayier, PIERRE voor, Hove, Lodging house Keeper 
Brighton Pet June 25 Ord Aug 

Tozer, Epwaxp, Boe ae Butcher ‘master Pet July 31 
Ord July 31 


TUFNELL, ‘ HARLES, 2m bidgs, Holborn, 
: ont ae saly t Sra Sale 3. mes 


Wake, Oswatp SILVESTER, or Painter 
July 81 Ord July 31 

Woorrox, ALBERT a, 
Laundry Manager 


Aug il 


ord, N 
aticguam ‘Pee *ang’ 1 Ged 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Buaxetey, Apert Arras 
Labourer Aug 14 at3 Bec, Bank chmbrs, } md 
am, Lee Crayrtox, Marske u the Sea, Grocer 
Aug 1 


5at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
Cuenxvet. Jonn, Maidenhead Clerk Aug 23 at 1 95, 


et, Windsor 
Coremay, Witttam, Sheffield Aug i3at12 Off Reo, Fig 
tree In, Sheffield 
. vorvs Campsett, Chancery Im Aug liat 11 
Exuis, Grorcr, De it Dealer Aug 14 at 3.30 
oot ne ote ter Aug 12 at1l30 Of 
ILLIAM a 
Trinity House In, Hull ” 


Green, Some Brighton, Caterer Aug 13 at 11 Off Reo, 
vilion bldgs, Brighton 
Maraswetd, Jous, Bolton, Builder Aug 14 at 3 19, 


Exchange st, 
Harais, Gzorce Josian, and Davin Hagais, Swansea, 
Coal Merchant Aug 14 at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra 


Dvuyoax, 


E. a J Kingston Hall, Fruit Hawker 
N, JAM aw 

AMAug iat ll Off Reo, Trinity House In, Hull 

Jest, Lew Dowiais, Grecer Auz12at12 135, High 


ree 
Od Ban ee Vatone ne st, 


Bhetlield, Commission Agent Aug 13 at 
2, la, Sheftield 
Levenraa.t, Louis, Cabinet Maker Aug 13 at 11 
Of Park row, Leeds 
Leverton, WiLtram, Aberavoa, Builder AugiZat12 Off 
Reo, Bwansea 


epara rd, 
Marsuaut, Firzsoy Dyxes, Clapham Aug 14 at 11.90 
app, 


Barty ya 
KiGierchant Aug 13 


Kur, SL5eRt, 
12.80 Off 
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Tuomasoy, Frepericx, Moreton Pinkney, North ti 


» 


Farmer 13ati2 1, 8t ‘Aldate's.” Oxford 
7 lly babe Picture Dealer Aug 14 at 11 


174, Corporation st, Bi:mineham 

Tozer, Epwaap, Torquay, Butcher Aug 14 at 10.30 Off 
Ree, 13, Bed , Exeter 

TUFNELL, UHARLES, Southampton bidge, | nee ome Egg Im- 
porter — atil Bankruptcy b Carey st 

Vos, Henman Witiex, Liverpool, Naeem. ) eee A Aug 
1Bat2 Off Rec, 35, Vic'oria st, Liverpool 

Waker, ALbeat Epwarp, Hadiey Wood, Herts, Bui'der 
Aug 1tut3 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple ay 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Axcuzr, Ricuarp, Darlington, Oil Merchant Stockton on 
Tees Pet July 3) Ord July 80 

Braysrook, Joux Kingstead pton, Coal Merchant 
N ton Pet Jaly 30 Ord July 30 

Cricxetr, Caries, Margate, ig Proprictor 
Canterbury Pet June2i Ord Ju'y 

Dawsos, Sana Erirs, and Gennsen _ Dawsox, 

e, School Proprietresses Lewes Pet July 31 

Ord Juls 31 

aes oS Tuomas, Cardiff, House Agent Cardiff Pet 

30 Ord Jt July 30 
Bui yonge, Dewsbury, Fruit Dealer Dewsbury Pet 


jane, Brighton, Caterer Brighton Pet July 23 


Horkxiss. oss Merthyr a Haw'ier Merthyr Ts¢- 
fil PetAugi Ord Angi 

JoH¥sOx, mpeg -go vy Lome Chemist 
gE a! et July 4 Ord July 3 

Kixe, Wituiam James, Btrood, Builder ta Pet 
augi Ord Augi 

Lester Tuomas, BeAmin. ter, Bristol, Greengrocer Bristol 


PetJaly2: Ord A 
Mason, Gzorcr _Ghippenbam, Wilts, Jeweller Bath Pet 
July12 O a July 31 
in , Stonemason Winchester Pet 


Mazsu, Jony, 
July 81 Ord July 31 

Masx, Gzrerce W, Streatham, Fruiterer Wandsworth 
Pet Julyi Ord July 31 

Micyzs. Jawzs Acxnorp, West Bowling. ig Wool 
Dealer ora Pet July 31 Ord July 81 

Mossrr, James Dinosp, Blackheath Greenwich Pet 
Jalyi1 Ord Augi 

——= Wii exes, Middlesbrough, Café Proprietar 

Pet augi Ord Aug 
ELL, _ oo Hogacz, Gravermnde aan Merchant 

Ro:hester Pet Juty 81 Ord July 31 

Rosesgts, Foret, —— Master Marirer Bangor Pet 
Augi Ord Augi 

Tozer, Epsarp Torqusy, Butcher Exeter Pet Ju'y 31 
Ord July 31 

Vise, Wiiiam, yr Builder Dorchester Pet 
July 11 Ord Aug 1 

Vos Seauay Witten, Liverpool, 
Liverpool Pet July 21 Ora auzl 


Gouin 
Ord 


4fcican Merchant 


Waxe, Oswatp Stivestez, York, Painter York Pet | 


Jaly 3t Ord July 31 


Warn, Atpert Epwarv, Hadley Wood, Barnet, Builder 


| THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


Barnet Pet July3 urd Augi 
Woorrox, A.sert Tuomas, West Bridgford, Notte, 
Mansger Nottingham Pet Avg 1 Urd 
Augt 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gaz+tte of Jaly 22: 
Borger, Frepezick Aztuvr Darlington, a Dealer 
Stockton on Tees Pet July 17 Ord July 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricitons’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 

Annual Subscriptions, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE: 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL, £1 6s, 
Werex.y Reporter, £1 6s. ; by post, £1 8s. 
Sovicirors’ JouRNAL and WEEKLY 
REPORTER, £2 122., post-free. 

Volumes bound at the Ojfice—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law cal’, 58. 6d. 


THEATRES. 


APOLLO 
THIS EVENING, at «15, THREE LITTLE MAIDS: 
rg Moody, Lottie Venn, Madge ——, Millie 


; by post, £1 8s. 





Legarde, Betty Bo iaag. Ruby Bay, 8)bu Grey, Edna 
Msy; Messrs. Bertram Wallis, ‘Jobn Beau i. Cc. 
Angelo, George Carroll, and G. P. Huaticy. 


"6. 

THIS EVENING. at £15 A COUNTRY GIRL: Mesers 
C. Hayden Ucffin, Botiland om, Fred Kaye, Willie | 
Werd, Akerman May. G ibert pateons, C. Casta, 8. Gotto, | 
AD and fuctley Wright; Mescames Lilian Eldee, 

Irvieg, Eime Cook, Top y finden, Olive Morrell, V. 


EVERY SATUBDA 
oe = 








YWEA’ 
bonoom 











Three purposes provided 


«*Chute’’ Fire Escapes, from 
Hydrant Systems, from - 


SPECIAL SPRINKLERS 





MERRYWEATHERS' 


rT) COMBINATION OF APPARATUS FOR 


FIRE PROTECTION, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 


Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages. 


MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE FIRE APPARATUS 
FOR INDOOR PROTECTION. 
‘London Brigade’? Hand Fire Pump - 


(With which one person can attack a fire unaided, and by whic’ three-fourths of 
the fires in London are put out every year.) 


Pressure Augmentors for High Buildings where water 
service is at low pressure. 

FOR LIFT SHAFTS. 

Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRYWEATHERS’, 63, Long Acre, W.C.. LONDON. 


and WATER SUPPLY. 


for at One Minimum Cost. 





£5 5 0 
— Lad £5 0 0 
- - £30 0 0 











EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835, CAPITAL, £500,000. 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other rT and Annuities PURCHASED or 





granted thereon. 
Interest on — hh be Capitalized. 
Cc. 1AYTON, } 


H. Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON. 





(EstasLisuHeD 18328), 
Purchase Reversio Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,225. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON, AND RAVENSOROFT, 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 






ROBE 
MAKERS. 


2 > 25 COURT 
Sze. TAILORS. 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS 


To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN. 
Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges. 


ROBES FOR KING'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VELVET. 


Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
Olerks of the Peace, and Coroners. 


CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
f4 Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays), 
from 9 am. until sunset. Admission 1s Mondays, 6d, 
Children always 6d. Among the recent additions is a Rocky 
Mountain Goat in full winter dress. 








Biida Te ani Evie Greene. | | 





FAALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


Limitep, 
PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Parviamextary Bitts, Mixvres oy Evivexcs, Booxs or 
Rererexce, Statements or Cram, Axswens, &., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, : 

And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
__ aad WEEKLY REFORTEP, 


‘NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDUM, E.C. 





NEAS 


| SCHOOL SHIP “CONWAY” 


von. TRAINING 
YOUNG GENTLEMEN 


tosccone OFFICERS 







Vyvian Themes, Mr. 0. B. Clarence Mr, Thomas, IN MERCHANT STEAMER 
’ Ss. 
Ma Beane nr + = ry, ie en wart P FOR PROSPECTUS APPLY TO 
aoe ‘a erry | F THECAPL, AT MILLER. 0% 








The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 
BY AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Suare CegrivicatEs, hye ee pl &c., guest and 
printed. Orviciat Szaxs designed and execu 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO,, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET ay yy E.C. (corner of 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 


NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE be. 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts, 
By Feancis J. Gauxn, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at- Law. 


Wo sural Copies of the ‘‘ Solicitor’s 
Journal,” No. 30, Vol, 45, dated May 26, 1901; 64, 
om F will be paid for same at the Office, 27, Ohancery- 





lane, 


SOLICITORS, Mor ees, Trustees, and 
or jor Lage Properties 
pn. ay ik... Town od yee can find 


an immediate pur- 
voy soe a8 to to BeriatD, 43, 3, Pyilan 


wos Landon, pan Sy 


Kole LAND and Investments 
= PIR er ong British —y~ Compeny (is (Limited), of 
Sarees aoe ees 
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